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BEIDES AND BRIDALS. 


CHAPTER L 

CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMANKIND IN OLD TIME. 

In estimating the effects of written law and custom 
on female character in olden time, we should never 
forget those natuinJ forces of woman which mitigated 
the harshness of the artificial restraints of her con- 
dition, and often made her the actual ruler of the 
man who, by legal rules and social theory, was her 
desjiot. Human nature is stronger than the reason- 
ing of pedants and the decrees of judges. In every 
century of our social annals, from the Heptarchy to 
the Refonnation, the law proved itself the unwise 
Richelor that Mr. Bumble in these later days declared 
it to be. It proclaimed the w'ife to be, in all cases 
and under jJl circumstances, her husband’s creature, 
servant, slave ; whilst experience showed that he 
was often the \4ctim of her caprice and the mere 
agent of her wiU. It placed a stick in his hands, 
and bade him use it for her correction ; w’hen, in 
many a case, the light of her meny eyes and thb 
laughter of her saucy lips could at any moment* 
VOL. U. B •*% 
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cause the executioner to drop the rod, and, kneeling, 
ask pardon at her feet. Alike in Anglo-Saxon and 
feudal England, the real tyrant of many a domestic 
drcle was the dainty, winsome girl or bland matron, 
whom lawyers and beadles delighted to describe as a 
bondswoman subject to her master’s lash. 

But whilst we rate at their full worth the many 
influences which, moderating the severities of the 
law and giving effect to the softer desires of the 
human breast, occasioned a wide difference between 
woman’s real estate and the condition assigned to 
her by social theory, we may not suppose that the 
stem rules were productive of no hardship to the 
majority of the gentler sex, or were altogether in- 
operative on the most powerful and fortunate of 
womankind. Of late years there has been a tend- 
ency in writers to understate the practical efficacy of 
the harsh laws, and to exaggerate the power of the 
moderating influences. After careful consideration 
of both sides of the question, the impartial inquirer 
arrives at the conclusion that the rules which assigned 
to our feudal womankind a state of qualified slavery 
were forcible in law and sentiment to a compara- 
tively recent date of our history, and that, whilst 
fruitful of a vast amount of wretchedness to the 
generality of the softer sex, they helped to make 
the average Englishwoman of remote days a very 
inferior person to the average woman of Victorian 
England. 

The facts and logical inferences from sure data, 
which bring the inquirer to this conclusion, are 
numerous. Foremost amongst them are the results 
which must have ensued from the husband’s autho- 
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rity to correct his wife with blows in the large 
number of homes subject to the government of more 
or less austere and violent men. Insolent and domi- 
neering husbands of the present generation often 
exercise their right to punish their wives with words 
in a manner that is neither just nor merciful, even 
when they are not devoid of affection,for the objects 
of their displeasure. Their conduct indicates the 
way in which husbands of the same temper formerly 
chastised their women with whips. If it be on the 
one hand agreeably true that human nature is, upon 
the whole, stronger than cruel laws, it is on the 
other hand no less sadly certain that in exceptional 
moments brutal custom is more powerful than humane 
instincts. Tlie law would not have found it needful 
to enjoin moderation on the husband if he had not 
shown a propensity to exceed moderation in beating 
his wife. Moreover, there is a vast difference between 
humane forbearance and legal moderation. Almost 
within the memory of persons still alive, masters 
and parents, without exceeding the limits prescribed 
by the law, or doing aught to bring upon them 
severe social censure, used to flog their pupils and 
children with what would now-a-days be stigmatized 
as abominable ferocity. In like manner irritable 
husbands, without falling below the moral standard 
of their ordinary neighbours, dealt out punishment 
to their shrinking and terrified spouses. How 
harshly, as we have already observed, women were 
treated in the so-called days of chivalry, may be 
inferred from the precepts of the knightly orders, 
which, on being relieved of the ornaments of fan- 
ciful diction and romantic compliment, merely di- 
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rected that ladies should be treated respectfully and 
tenderly. 

Though less fruitful of physical anguish than it 
would have been had our men been less noble at 
heart and oiu* women less beautiftd in pereon, the 
discipline of the lash had upon the gentler sex the 
effects which it always produces on the weak, whose 
helplessness is not complete. Tlie marital law, which 
resembled martial law in other particulars besides 
spelling, made its subjects imperfect slaves. It 
cowed and silenced, without utterly crushing, the 
feminine multitude. Whether we attribute the fact 
to intellectual inability or moral defect, it is significant 
of the abject bondage in which the majority of women 
were held in feudal England, that, whilst they were 
incessantly shot at by ma.sculine satirists, they lacked 
the cleverness or spirit to retort on their assailants 
with saymgs sufficiently piquant and vigorous to Uve 
in folk-lore. If their silence was due to lack of 
mental power, the want came from the debasing 
treatment accorded to secular womankind in every 
social grade but the highest. There is abundant 
evidence that, under circumstances favourable to 
intellectual health, woman in mediscval Englan d 
possessed the same mental quickness and subtlety, 
as well as the same earnestness and courage, that 
distinguish her at the present day. Pursuing their 
studies in the seclusion and tranquillity of a religious 
college, the feminine pupils of the clergy acquired at 
least enough learning to show that stupidity was no 
attribute of their sex, and displayed enough clever- 
ness to prove that wit was one of its special gifts. 
If, therefore, the ordinary women of feudal England 
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■were silent to the defamers of their sex through 
mental defect, their intellectual weakness was the 
result of bad treatment. On the other hand, if they 
could have answered the proverb-makers with effect, 
their silence must be regarded as a pathetic proof of 
the fear in which they lived of their censors, to whose 
sarcasms and maddening invectives they dared not 
reply. 

It is very worthy of observation that all the 
faults, which proverbial lore, doubtless with some 
justice, attributes to women, are precisely the faults 
which harsh treatment begets in the weak. False- 
hood, cunning, perversity, and passionateness — fail- 
ings proverbially common in our women of old time, 
and notoriously uncommon in well-nurtured girls of 
the present day — are exactly the failings which 
children stUl exhibit in proportion as they are 
governed unsympathetically and sternly. And it 
accords with all we know of human nature that, so 
long as they were subject to the old-fashioned stick- 
and-dark-closet treatment of naughty children, adult 
Englishwomen were apt to be sly, deceitful, wayw'ard, 
and irascible. They were all the more prone to 
petulance, the special fault of spoilt children, because, 
their subjection being imperfect and their weakness 
under, being allied with great power over, their 
rulers, they were not treated with consistent severity 
— but with just such a fitful discipline of capriciously 
alternating harshness and indulgence as will spoil 
the temper of the best-natured child. Had their 
husbands beCn always stem and terrifying, the 
wives of old time might have acquired the virtue of 
^unqualified submissivenesa But it was not in the 
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nature of things that the more excitable and choleric 
of them should consent amiably to an arrangement, 
which one day debased them to be mere slaves, 
ordered with menaces and driven with the thong, 
and raised them on the next day to do their own 
will with their owners. 

One might be disposed to question whether the 
feudal women differed greatly in moral character 
from their female descendants of the present genera- 
tion, if the evidence of the difference consisted solely 
of the pungent adages of folk-lore. But the testi- 
mony of the proverb-makers respecting the nature of 
the weaker sex, in times prior to its complete eman- 
cipation and civilizing nurture, is supported in a 
remarkable manner by writers not to be suspected of 
malevolence to the fair creatures, whom they re- 
present as much more liable to sudden emotions of 
rage and furious frenzies than their fathers and 
brothera In a scarcely successful attempt to account 
for the chief failing of the feminine temper, that 
learned physician, Lsevinus Lemnius, attributes 
woman’s unfortunate irascibility .to the looseness 
and tenderness of her flesh, through which a sudden 
annoyance ran, like fire through straw, far more 
quickly than a sense of discomfort travelled through 
masculine bodies, of denser and harder muscle.* 

* * But daily examples/ says Lscvinus Lemnius, ^ testify that 
women are subject to all passions and perturbations, and that 
thqr will be cruelly angry and mad, when there is little or no 
cause for it ; and that the distemper and rage of a woman is no 
lesse tban is the distemper of the ayre and the clowds when they 
are exasperated with thunder and lightning, which, besides othess 
that were desirous of wisdome, the Hebrews found true by their 
daily use and course of life, as we find it abundantly set down in 
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But Lemnius observed that this propensity to rabid 
anger was much less strong in ladies than in plebeian 
women. In other words, it was less noticeable in 
proportion as the student of feminine character, 
examinmg woman-kind from the lowest to the 
highest social grades, ascended the stages on which 
women were raised higher and higher above irritating 
experiences and brutalizing maltreatment. The 
philosopher, after the wont of physicians of his time, 
referred the inordinate furiousness of plebeian women 
to the ‘ faulty humours ’ of their bodies, which were 

their writings For a woman’s mind is not so strong 

as a man’s, nor is she so full of understanding, and reason, and 
judgment, and upon eveiy small occasion she casts off the bridle 
of reason, and like a mad dog, without choice, she sets upon all, 
be they known or unknown. If a man desires a natural reason 
for it, I answer him thus, that a woman’s flesh is loose, soft, and 
tender, and canseth a sudden boyling of the blood about the 
heart. For as fire soonest takes hold of light straw, and makes a 
great flame, but it is soon at an end and quiet, so a woman is 
quickly angry and flaming hot, and rageth strangely ; but this 
rage and crying out is soon abated, and grows calm in a body 
that is not so strong and valiant, and that is more moyst, and all 
her heate and fury is quenched by her shedding of teares, as if you 

should throw" water upon fire to put it out And the 

baser that any w-oman is in that sex, the more she scolds and roils, 
and is implacable in her auger, as the vulgar women (for noble 
women and gentlewomen will usually observe decorum, though 
ofttimes they will be silent and bend their brows, and scarce 
vouchsafe to give their husbands an answer) because their bodies 
are commonly polluted with faulty humours, are full of impudence, 
joyned with equall malice, as if the Divell drove them, and they 
cannot be perswaded by counsell, reason, shame, flattery, admoni* 
tion (that will ordinarily moke wild beasts quiet), and you cannot 
hold them from their cruelty, or make them forbear their nmd 
and lewd exclamations .’ — Vidt Lsevinus Lemnius’s * Secret Miracles 
of Nature; in Four Books.’ 
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of less pure blood than the bodies of ladie& But his 
fects show the seat of mischief to have been in the 
mind rather than the body, and accord with the 
belief that the plebeian termagants would have been 
much more tractable and kindly had they been 
treated from childhood like reasonable creatures 
Closely allied to the fervour of their temper was 
the cruelty which the passionate women of England 
in olden days often displayed to their dependents. 
The social annals of obr Anglo-Saxon period comprise 
revolting stories of the barbarity of mistresses to 
their slaves ; and in later times the lady of a castle 
or mmiorial seat was sadly, though by no means un- 
acoimtably prone to rule her children and domestics 
with a severity surpassing that of the lord whom she 
obeyed with fear. Towards her children she was the 
hard, imyielding governess, rather than the sym- 
pathetic guardian and adviser. Even when love of 
offepring was her strongest affection, she conceived it 
to be her duty to conceal her maternal tenderness 
under a mask of formality and frigid reserve. The 
sound of her footsteps in the corridor caused her 
children in the nursery to tremble, if they were 
aware of aught that could ftumish her with a pretext 
for correcting them. At moments when, one might 
imagine, they could not fail to gain her smiles, she 
was cold and repellent. Lewes Vives, the educator 
of womankind in Tudor England, lays it down, in his 
treatise for the formation of feminine character, that 
the Christian mother should hide her gladness at 
seeing her children again after an absence, and should 
be especially fearful of making them love her too much, 
whilst their age precluded them from understanding 
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the natiire of maternal devotion.* It is wonderful 
that children thus nurtured should, on reaching 
maturity, have loved the petticoated martinets who 
had incessantly snubbed and scolded them in their 
tender years. But Vives declares that, as a man, he 
cherished for his mother an affection that corresponded 
in depth and vehemence to the fear with which she 
had inspired him in his childhood. 

So long as wives lived under the lash, it was not 
required of them that they shdiild endeavour to be 
the intellectual companions of their masters. Indeed 
it is a modem notion that a wife can contribute to 
her husband's happiness by her mental endowments. 
In our strictly feudal times she might, in homely 
and simple matters, prove herself his help-msAs ; but 
she might not presume to think of herself as his 


* * If you wyll l>e loved in deede of your chyldren, and spe- 
cyally in that age whan they knowe what is true and holy love, 
than make them not to lone you ouer much whan they know not 
yet what love is, but sette more by a spice-cake, a hony-combe, 
or a piece of sugar than by both father and mother. No mother 
loved her childe better than myne dyd me ; neither any childe did 
euer less perceive him selfe loved of hys mother than L Shee 
neuer lyghtly laughed upon mo ; she never cohered me ; and yet 
whan I had been III or IIII dayes out of hyr house, that she 
wyste not where, shee was almost sore ^oke. And whan I was 
come home, I coulde not perceive that euer she longed for me, 
Therforo w^as ther nol)ody that I more fled, or was more loth to 
come nyghe, than my mother, whan I was a childe. But after I 
came to yonge man’s estate, there was no bodye whom I elited 
more to have in syghte, whose memory I now have in more rever- 
ence ; and as ofte as shee cometh to my remembrance, I embrace 
her within my mynde and thoughte, whan I cannot with my 
bodye.* — Vtd€ ‘ The Instruction of a Christen Woman, made First 
in Latyne, by the right famous clerke, Mayster Lewes Vives, and 
turned into Englishe by Bicharde Piyde, 1557,* 
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mate, without the special qualification, or even with 
it, in higher affaira It was enough for her to please 
him by her beauty, contribute to his comfort by the 
intelligent and sedulous discharge of a cooking house- 
keeper's duties, and feed his self-love by invariable 
docility and obsequiousnesa If she were a woman 
of exceptional energy and tact, she might be thwight 
capable of executing with cleverness his orders 
respecting affairs outside the domain of the kitchen, 
and even rise to be his steward ; but his equal, in 
the sense in which wives are now-a-days deemed the 
equals of their husbands, she could not presume to 
be, without scandalizing her neighbours of both sexea 

In training girls for matrimony of this kind, the 
grand object of preceptors was to endow them with 
a submissiveness very different from the reasonable 
obedience which the modern wife is required to 
exhibit to her husband. What is now-a-days fami- 
liarly termed ‘proper spirit’ — the sense of dignity 
and the rectitude that now limit every good woman’s 
readiness to comply with her husband’s will — had no 
place amongst the recognized virtues of the feudal 
wife. She was bound by her marriage-oath to obey 
her lord in all things short of the commission of the 
most heinous crimes. The opinion that her sense of 
wifely duty would constrain her to participate in his 
minor crimes caused the law to exempt her from 
punishment for such participation. If he insulted 
her by his licentious faithlessness, incensed her by 
continual unkindness, and made her the daily witness 
of his monstrous vices, she was still obliged to love, 
honour, and obey him. 

The most popular of aU Boccaccio’s novels — the 
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narrative which our Chaucer reproduced in the 
* Canterbury Tales/ as the Oxford Clerk’s Story, and 
which was retold in many forms in every land of 
Western Christendom as a precious illustration of 
wifely excellence — shows the execrable nature of the 
submissiveness required from the wives of feudal 
Europe. 

Here are the chief facts of the story.- The yoimg 
Marquis of Saluzzo fixes his affections on a lovely 
girl of humble and needy parentage. King Cophe- 
tua’s obsequious lords did not proclaim his beggar- 
maid ‘ more beautiful than day’ until they had seen 
him in robe and crown step down to greet her. The 
Marquis of Saluzzo’s courtiers were of Polonius’s 
kind ; and on learning that the plebeian Griselda 
Janicola had won their master’s heart, they were 
quick to declare her worthy of it. The marriage of 
the Marquis and the maid is celebrated with accla- 
mations, and, instead of being disappointed with his 
choice, the young lord finds her a miracle of good- 
ness — ^gracious, intelligent, witty, zealous in pleasing, 
charitable, religious, and in every particular ready to 
obey him with unqualified cheerfulness. Nothing 
occurs to lessen their happiness, save that Griselda’s 
first-born child is a daughter, when, of course, her 
husband wished it to be a boy. Solely in order that 
he may prove his wife’s submissiveness, and see 
whether it is possible to goad her into rebellion, the 
Marquis tears this infant from her breast, and, send- 
ing it to Bologna for education, causes Griselda to 
believe that he has murdered the babe. Without a 
murmur, Griselda gives the baby to the agent of her 
husband’s cruel purpose. * Take it,’ she says, meekly 
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and tearfully to the robber appointed to carry off her 
darling, ‘ and do what thy lord and mine has com- 
manded ; but prithee leave it not to be devoured by 
the fowls or wild beasts, unless that be his will’* 
She hopes that the murdered babe may be decently 
interred ; but she will not murmur openly, though it 
be thrown to the wolves at her lord’s orders. 

* Chaucer expands this part of Dioneo's concise narrative thus 
patheticaUj, — 

‘ But at the last to speker she began, 

And mekely she to the serjeant praid, 

(So that he was a worthy gen til man) 

That she might kisse her childe, or that it deid, 

And in hir barme this litel child she leid, 

With ful sad face, and gan the childe to blisse, 

And lulled it, and after gan it kisse. 

And thus she sayd in hire benigne vois ; 

‘‘ Farewcl, my child, I shall thee never see, 

But sin 1 have marked with the crois, 

Of thilke fader yblessed mote thou be, 

That for us died upon a crois of tree : 

Thy soule, litel child, I him betake, 

For this night shalt thou dien for my sake.’* 

I trow that to a norice in this cas 
It had ben hard this routhe for to see : 

Wei might a modcr then han cried alas, 

But natheles so sad stedfast was she 
That she endured all adversitic, 

And to the seijeant mekely she sayde, 

Have here agen your litel yonge mayde. 

Goth now (quod she) and doth my lordes hest : 

And o thing wold I pray you of your grace, 

But if my lord forbade you at the lest, 

Burieth this litel body in som place, 

That bestes ne no briddes it to-race ” 

But he no word to that purpos wold say, 

But toke the child and went upon his way.* 

Vide ‘ The Clerke’s Tale.* 
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On tte return of her lord, the bereaved mother 
receives him as gladly as ever, whilst believing biwi 
to be the murderer of his and her ofi&pring. Ere 
long Griselda has a son, on whom she lavishes the 
love of a heart rich in maternal affection. This naale 
child is treated like the sister, — sent off to Bologna 
for education, — whilst his mother is made to believe 
that her husband has murdered him. On learning 
from the Marquis that he intends to ‘ dispose of 
this child as he did the other,’ the model wife replies, 
‘ My lord, study only your own ease and happiness, 
without the least care for me ; for nothing is agree- 
able to me but what is pletising to you.’* The 
barbarous removal of her two babes in no degree 
lessens Griselda ’s love of their apparent murderer. 
For years she lives to all appearance sufficiently 
happy in the faultless discharge of her wifely duties, 
when the Marquis — not because he has conceived an 
aversion for her, hut merely that he may yet further 

* Chaucer makes her say, — 

‘ “ I have,’' (jiiod she, “ sayd thus and ever shal, 

I wel no tiling, ne will no thing certain, 

But as you list ; nought greveth me at al, 

Though that my doughter and my sone be slain, 

At your commandement : that is to sain, 

I have not had no part children twein, 

But first sikenesse, and after wo and peine. 

Ye l>en my lord, doth with your oweu thing 
Bight as you list, asketh no rede of me ; 

For m 1 left at home al my clothing 
Whan I came first to you, right so,” quod she, 

** Left I my will and al my lilwrtee, 

And toke your clotliiiig : wherfore I you prey, 

Doth your plosance, I wol youre lust obey.”* 

Vide ‘ The Clorke’s Tale.* 
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tay h«p goodness — ^tells her that he means to divorce 
her, on the strength of a Papal license permitting 
him to put her away and marry a woman of suitably 
noble birth. She must go at once back to her father's 
hut. Taunting her with the poverty from which he 
took her, he says ironically that she may have for 
her maintenance all the money that she brought to 
him. * My lord,’ the inimitable wife answers, ‘ I was 
always sensible that my servile condition would no 
way accord with your high rank and descent. For 
what I have been, I own myself indebted to Pro- 
vidence and you; I considered it as a favour lent 
me ; you are now pleased to demand it back : I 
therefore willingly restore it.’ She hiimbly returns 
to him the ring with which he wed her, and the very 
clothes that she is wearing. She does not even ven- 
ture to retain a single garment for the concealment 
of her nakedness, imtil she has besought him to let 
her ‘ carry away one shift over and above her dowry' 
— of nothing. The Marquis allows her to keep this 
one article of dress. Then he turns her out of doors, 
penniless and forlorn, to creep back to the hovel from 
which he took her. Thus repudiated, Griselda con- 
tinues to admire and love the man who has driven 
her from his door. Yet more, — she is still ready to 
obey him, though he has relinquished all marital 
authority over her. The preparations for the cele- 
bration of the Marquis’s second marriage — with a 
damsel of fit beauty and lineage — are being pushed 
forward, when he sends for Griselda, and bids her, 
in the character of his menial housekeeper, super- 
intend the domestic arrangements for the reception 
of her successor. *I am going,’ says the Marquis, 
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‘ to bring this lady home whom I have just married, 
and intend to show her all possible respect at her 
first coming. Thou knowest I have no women with 
me able to set out the rooms, and do many other 
things which are requisite on so solemn an occasioiL 
As, therefore, thou art best acquainted with the 
state of the house, I would have thee make such 
provision as thou shalt judge proper, "and invite 
what ladies thou wilt, even as though thou wert 
mistress of the house ; and when the marriage is 
ended, get thee home to thy father's again.’ Griselda 
answers, ‘ My lord, I am ready to fulfil all your com- 
mands.’ Having thus accepted a servant’s office, she 
does the work of the place thoroughly, and, in her 
servant’s dress, in due course welcomes her new 
mistress with cordiality and dutifuluesa On being 
asked insolently by the Marquis what she thinks of 
his lovely bride, the divorced wife — for the first time 
showing how acutely she has felt his cruelty — 
answers, ‘ My lord, I like her extremely well ; and 
if she be as prudent as she is fajr, you may be the 
happiest man in the world with her ; but I most 
humbly beg that you would not take those heart- 
breaking measures with this lady which you did with 
your last wife, because she is young and has been 
tenderly educated, whereas the other was inured to 
hardships ffiom a child.’ It is inconsistent with his 
insolent character that the Marquis of Saluzzo took 
this reproof patiently. Perhaps he felt that his 
divorced wife had more right to speak freely than 
she possessed in the days of her coverture. Perhaps 
he thought tliat he owed some leniency to the woman 
whom he had treated so barbarously. Anyhow he 
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replied to her approvingly; forgave her in respect of 
everything he had done against her peace of mind ; 
informed her that the bride vras her own daughter, 
and that the bride’s brother was her own son ; 
explained that, whilst she supposed them dead, her 
children had been suitably educated at Bologna ; and 
told her that she was as much his dear wife as ever 
she was. Instead of apologizing for his cnrelty to her, 
he hints that she ought to be grateful to him for 
governing her so judiciously.* Having freed himself 
from the imputation of murdering his own children, 
he does not seem to imagine it possible for men to 
charge him with outrageous inhumanity to his wnfe. 
Of coiuse, the Marquis and Griselda live happily 
ever afterwards. 

Though it is asserted that the story of Griselda 
was founded on fact, no one can suppose that the 

* * Griselda,’ he sars, ‘ it is now time for you to reap the fruit 
of your long patience, and that they who liave reputed me to l>c 
cruel, unjust, and a monster in nature, nmy know that what 1 
have done has been all along unth a view to t*<n'h ffou htw to heJutve 
08 a wife ; and to show them how t«) choost‘ and keep a wife; and, 
lastly, to secure my own ease and tpiiet as long iis we live to- 
gether, which I wjis apjirehen.sive might have been endangered by 
my many iug. Therefore I had a mind to jirove ytni by harsh 
and injurious treatment ; and not being sen.sible that yon inive 
ever transgressed niy will, either in word or deed, I now seem to 
have met with that happiness I desired. I intend, then, to restore 
in one hour whiit I had taken from you in many, and to make 
you the sweetest recompense for the many bitter pangs 1 have 
caused you to suffer. Accept, therefore, this young lady whom 
you thought my spomae, and her brother, as your children and 
mine. They are the same you and many others believed that I 
had been the means of cruelly murdering ; and I am your hus- 
Imnd, who love and value you alx>ve all things ; assuring myself, 
that no person in the world can be happier in a wife that 1 anou* — 
Vide Boccaccio’s Decameron,’ Bohn’s Edition. 
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Marquis of Saluzzo was a realistic type of the medi- 
seval hxisband, or that the wives of any land of feudal 
Europe were generally capable of the submissiveness 
which distinguished the fictitious heroine. The de- 
lineators of Griselda’s character point to it as excep- 
tionally virtuous, and contrast it humorously with 
the unruly disposition of ordinary womankind. In- 
stead of being extolled or deemed altogether excus- 
able, the Marquis's marital conduct is allowed by his 
historians to have been culpably deficient in consi- 
derateness and humanity. But the persons of both 
sexes in old time, who reprobated his cruelty, concur 
in applauding Griselda as an exemplar of wifely 
excellence. Her 8ubmissivene.ss to a tyrant, whom 
she believed to be a murderer, did not exceed the 
patience and docility which were appropriate to the 
feudal ideal of perfect wifely excellence. Even by 
those w'ho ridiculed it as extravagantly untrue to 
real life, it was held to be a pattern of the complete 
obedience due fram wives to their lords. 

This is the fact wdiich gives the heroine what 
may be tenned her historic significance and value. 
To those of our ancestors wdio made her acquaintance 
in pre-Elizabethan times, it never occurred that she 
was a wicked w’oman for ixllowlng, without struggle 
or protest, her babes to be taken aw’ay fi*om her to 
be murdered ; that she was a heartless wTetch in 
continuing to live peaceably with the man whom she 
believed to have murdered them ; that she was a 
mean-spirited slave for walking quietly out of her 
lord’s house, at his bidding, with only a shift on her 
back, and again, at his order, returning to his palace 
to be his domestic servant without wifely rank ; tliat 
VOL. IL C 
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she rendered herself even yet more despicable by 
resuming her lawfiil position withoiit a single excla- 
mation of disgust at bis barbarity. And yet, ac- 
cording to modem notions of womanly goodness and 
courage, the peerless Griselda w'as a mean slave, 
heartless wretch, and Avicked woman. That such a 
character was applauded in feuded England and 
deemed a model for wives, tells us more than any 
laws and sermons of woman’s abasement in past 
days. 

That patient Grissel’s character, apart from the 
humour and st\tire of her storv, wtus seriouslv thought 
an example of womanly goodness, there is evidence 
in the [)raise bestowed by gmve wntem on feminine 
submissiveness that strongly resembled the enduring 
temper ^if the meek Marchioness. I will not horrify 
my gentler readers, and provoke their disapprobation, 
by giving them even an outline of the revolting cir- 
cumstances under which Clara Waldauve, of Bruges, 
obeyed and nerved her conjugal ma.ster. But sterner 
inquirers into our social history, who wish for further 
enlightenment on the subject, may .seek it in the 
treatise which the courtly ecclesia.stic and ‘ right 
famous clerke,’ Lewes Vives, juoduced for the edifi- 
cation of the most fastidious and delicate gentle- 
women of the sixteenth century. It is enough to 
say that the ‘ model wife’ of the confessor’s narrative 
receives his unqualified commendation for the alacrity 
with which she discharged duties that in these days 
no man would venture to impo.se on a lady, and for 
the cheerfulness with which she endured a servitude 
of an utterly abominable kind. It illustrates the 
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change which three centuries have wrought in taste 
and manners, that I may only thus allude to a story' 
which the ladies of Henry the Eighth’s court were 
invited to study for their spiritual benefit. 

Though it allowed them in many respects larger 
liberty of speech and action than their fair precur- 
sors in wedlock had enjoyed in pretr Reformation 
times, the socifd sentiment of Elizabethan England 
was by no means inclined to liberate wives from the 
obligation to obey their husbands precisely in all 
matters more important than the colour of a riband 
or the shape of a slijiper. Tlie husband was the 
wife’s liege lord, and she was bound to submit her- 
self wholly to his wisdom or f.>lly, his justice or 
capriciousness. She might be his ‘ sweet ape,’ as 
Cliapman calls her,* adopting his opinions, imitating 

* Chapman was one of the first English writers to advise 
husbands t<> have recoui*sc to their wives for deliberate counsel on 
serious matters, — 

‘ Let IK) man value at a little price 
A virtuous ^^oman’s coimstiilo ; her winged spirit 
Is featheroil oftentimes with heavenly words; 

And (like her beauty) ravisliing and pure, 

The weaker bodie, still the stronger soule. 

^Vhcn gtH)d endeavours do her ]X)wcrs applie, 

Her love dmws nearest man’s felicitie. 

’ 0 what a treasure is a virtuous wife, 

Discrete and loving ; not one gift- on earth 
Makes a man’s lifi* so highly lx)und to heaven : 

She gives him double forces, to endure 
And to enjoy ; by being one with him, 

Feeling his joies and ginefes with equal sense ; 

And like the twines Hipi>ocrates reports, 

If he fetch sighs, she draws her breath as short : 



20 


BBIDES AND BBIDALS. 


his tones, and towards her inferiors exhibiting such 
arrogance as he displayed to her : but her demeanovu: 
to him was expected to mimic only his sweetest 
ways and humours. He was her sovereign, and if she 
saw rightly her true place and his sacred preroga- 
tives, she w'ould say with the penitent and refonned 
Katharine, in the final scene of ‘ The Taming of the 
Shrew',’ to every vmruly wrife, — 

* Tliy husband is thy lord, thy life, thy keej>er, 

Thy head, thy sovereign ; one that cares for thee 
And thy maintenance ; commits his body 
To painful labour, both by sea and land ; 

To watch the night in stonns, the day in cold. 

While thou liest warm at hnme, secure and safe ; 

And craves no other tribute at thy hands, 

But love, fair lo<jks, and tnie ol>edience : 

Too little payment for so great a (h‘bt. 


If he lament, she melts herself in teares ; 

If he be glad, she triumphs ; if he stirre, 

She moves his way ; in all things his sweet ape ; 

And is, in alterations passing stninge, 

Himselfe divinely varied without change. 

Gold is right precious ; hut his j)riee infects 

With pride and avarice ; authority lifts 

Hats from men’s heads ; and bows the strongest knees, 

Yet cannot bend in rule the weakest hearts : 

Music delights hut one sense ; nor choice meats ; 

One quickly fades, the other stirs to sinne, 

But a true wife both sense and soul delights, 

And mixeth not her good with any ill ; 

Her virtues, ruling hearts, all powers command 
All store without her leaves a man hut i)oore ; 

And with her, ixivertie's exceeding store : 

No time is tedious with her ; her tnic worth 
Makes a true husband think his arins enfold 
(With her alone) a compleatc world of golde/ 

Vide Chapman^s * Poems/ 



CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMANKIND IN OLD TIME. 21 


Such duty as the subject owes the prince, 

Even such, a woman owcth to her husband : 

And when she’s froward, peevish, sullen, sour, 

And not obedient to his honest will, 

What is she, but a foul contending rebel, 

And graceless traitor to her loving lord 1 
I am ashamed that women are so simple 
To offer war where they should kneel for peace ; 

Or seek for rule, supremacy, and sway, 

When they are bound to serve, h>vc, and obey. 

Why are our bodies soft, and weak, and smooth. 

Unapt to toil and trouble in the world, 

But that our soft conditions and our hearts 
Should well agree with our external parts?’ 

Respecting the nature and claims of marital au- 
thority, Milton’s Eve in her innocence held views 
that Katharine, after her conversion, would have 
applauded. It was the man’s function to order, and 
the woman’s to obey without argument or delay. 
Addressing our prime forefather, Eve says, in accord- 
ance with doctrine inculcated by pulpiteers and 
writers in our women of the seventeenth century, — 

‘ My author and disposer, what thou bidst 
Unargued I obey : so God ordains : 

God is thy law, thou mine ; to know no more 
Is woman’s happiest knowledge and her praise.* 


But even Milton, whilst insisting thus imperiously 
on the husband’s right to his wife’s complete subju- 
gation to his authority, appears, as Mary Wollstone- 
craft remarks in her ‘ Rights of Woman,’ to have 
desired an equality of companionship between the 
husband and wife that was scarcely reconcilable 
with what may be called the domestic doctrine of 
passive obedience ; for he puts i.oto Adam's lips the 
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foDowing words, to whicli even Mr. John Stuart Mill, 
or any other defender of feminine dignity, can make 
no objection, — 

* Hast thou not made me here thy substitute, 

And tliese inferior far beneath me set ? 

Among imeciuals what society 

Can sort, w’hat harmony or tnie delight ? 

Which must be mutual, in proportion duo 
Giv’n and receiv'd ; but in disparity 
The one intense, the other still remiss, 

Cannot well suit with either, but soon prove 
Tedious alike : of fellowship I speak 
Such as I seek, fit to participate 
All rational delight* 

• 

Wliat Milton really desired was wedlock, in 
which the two parties should be equal so long as 
the husband should be in a good humour, and un- 
equal immediately the husband had a difference of 
opinion with his wife. And in this respect he resem- 
bled most of the husbands of his time, — perhaps, 
even resembled the proud Duke of Somerset, who 
reproved his second wife for venturing to put her 
arm tenderly round his neck, and giving him a kiss 
when he had no appetite for one. ‘ Madam,' said the 
astonished and outraged duke, ‘ my first wife was a 
Percy, and yet she would not have taken such a 
liberty.’ When he desired her kisses the proud peer 
never charged his wife, albeit not a Percy, with pre- 
smnption in venturing to give them. Milton took 
the same view of a wife’s opinions. She might offer 
them when her husband wanted them. 

Whilst wives were thus required to think as 
their husbands thought, and keep their kisses and 
sentiments to themselves, except when their hus- 
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bands invited them to equal companionship, Sir 
John Davis could say nothing more to the credit of 
a model wife than this, — 

The Wife. 

‘ The first of all our sex came from the side of man, 

I thither am returned, from whence our sex began. 

I do not visit oft, nor many, when I do ; 

I tell my mind to few, and that in couui^l too. 

I seem not sick in health ; nor sullen but in sorrow ; 

I care for somewhat else than what to wear to-mon*ow.’ 

Vide * Poetical Rhapsody.* 

It devolved on this model wife to care somewhat 
and a great deal about tlie items of her house-book, 
and to do her utmost to keep the weekly ‘ totals ’ 
as low as possible. Economy — that is to say, the 
spirit of cheese-paring parsimony — was a virtue 
much prized in woman, wlien her highest ambition 
was to be a mairied housekeeper. Fuller, the his- 
torian and antiquary, tells how a gentleman of the 
seventeenth century, finding himself di^osed to- 
wards matrimony, selected his wife fi’oin three 
sisters by observing the various chmueteristic ways 
in which they cut their cheese at supper. The eldest 
sister devoured her j)iece of cheese, rind and all ; 
the second cut the rind thickly and wastefully from 
her cheese ; the youngest sciuped her portion of the 
cheese daintily before eating it, and tliereby won 
the ‘ match ’ by proving heraelf at the siuue time 
delicate and saving. It is possible that the youngest 
of these cheese-eaters owed her good fortune in some 
degree to the fact tliat she was the youngest. Had 
she eaten her cheese, rind and all, whilst her eldest 
sister scraped her piece, the ‘ honest gentleman ’ 
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would perhaps have chosen her on the ground tliat 
she was most economical of the three. 

It was probably this story that gave rise to the 
droll anecdote of an Oxonian, who got his fellowship 
at All Souls by eating damson-tart more elegtiutly 
than all the other candidates for the prefennent. 
It being known to the competitors for the fellow- 
ship that the fortunate one of them would owe his 
success to his behaviour under the damson-tiirt or- 
deal, they met in various ways the difficulty of the 
back-caniage of the plum-stones. Being all well-born, 
Avell-clothed, and fair musicians, they aime to the 
damson-tart test with equal chances. One compe- 
titor spooned the stones after sucking them ; another 
fingereJ them ; the third swallowed them ; the 
fourth left his stones on his plate, without having 
put any of them into his mouth ; the fifth restored 
his stones to the plate without or spoon or fork or 
finger. It is obvious which of the five canied ofi‘ 
the fellowship. 

The records mention no case of a young lady 
who w’on a prize in matrimony by eating plum-tart 
elegantly, but they tell of many maidens whose 
skill in making pastry gained them husbands with 
good estatea 
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THE SPINSTERS OF PAST TIMES. 

In Sir John Davis’.s ‘ Contention,’ published in Da- 
vison’s ‘Poetical Rhapsody’ (1G02),* each of the 
three disputants — the widow, the wife, and the 
maid — taunts the other two with the social disad- 
vantages of their respective conditions, and declares 
the superiority of her own lot. The widow with 

* ‘ Widow, And if the maid and wife such honour have, 

I have been both, and hold a third degree ; 

Most maids are wards, and every wife a slave : 

I have my livery sued and I am free. 

« • * * « 

Wife, Wives arc fair houses, kept and furnish’d well. 
Widow, Widows old castles void, but full of state. 

Maid, But maids are temples w'here the gods do dwell, 

To whom alone themselves they dedicate. 

But man-iage is a prison during life, 

Where one w^ay out, but many entries be. 

Wife, The nun is kept in cloister, not the wife : 

Wedlock alone doth make the virgin free. 

« # » # « 

Wife, Go, widow, make some younger brother rich, 

And then take thought and die, and all is well. 

Alas, poor maid ! that hast no help or stay. 

Widmv, Alas, poor wife ! that nothing does possess. 

Maid, Alas, poor widow ! Charity doth say 
Pity the widow and the fatherless.’ 

Vide ‘ The Contention.* 
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considerable truth calls her opponents slaves, — the 
one to her husband, the other to her guardians, and 
vaunts her own freedom from masculine government. 
The wife, after extoUing the practical freedom of 
wedlock, retorts on the widow that she has no better 
prospect in this world tlian marriage with a younger 
son willing to take her for the sake of her dowry. 
The saucy damsel, after glorifying heraelf as a sacred 
temple of chastity, compassionates the wretchedness 
of the woman without either husband or father to 
govern her, — 

* Alas, poor widow ! Charity doth say, 

Pity the widow and the fatherless.* 

This maiden, of smart speech, it must be admitted, 
was more proud of vii-ginal dignity than most 
spinsters of her period : and it is probable that she 
took the earliest opportunity to exchange sacred 
celibacy for honourable wedlock, with a jaospect of 
widowhood in the distant future. 

It is generally believed and taught that our large 
and rapidly growing number of gentle spinsters, 
who are not required in the higher chisses for the 
purposes of matrimony, is the peculiar and dis- 
tinguished feature of English society in the nine- 
teenth century. But, notwithstanding the greatness 
of number of our gentlewomen shut out by cir- 
cumstances from the qualified bliss of wedlock, it 
remains to be proved that they bear to the men of 
our gentle ranks, or to the whole population of the 
country, a larger proportion than the gentle spinsters 
of feudal England bore to its men of the aristocratic 
grades, or all its inhabitants. In the absence of the 
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statistics that could alone answer the question pre- 
cisely, it would be absurd for any writer to be po- 
sitive on this point. But I incline to the opinion that 
the ladies of our educated ranks, who are debarred 
from marriage by conditions beyond their control, 
do not bear a much larger proportion to the entire 
feminine strength of our superior classes^^than the 
gentle spinsters of mediaevjd England maintained to 
the entire army of the gentle womankind of their 
times. We hear much now-a-days of the thirty 
per cent of English ladies who must die early or 
live to be ‘ old maids,’ — to use, in perfect courtesy, 
a discourteous term ; but we have lost sight, and 
hear just nothing, of the mediaeval precursors of this 
thirty per cent of the fair sex. 

The number of gentle spinsters in mediaeval 
England, who after being trained for matrimony 
failed to enter that estate, was certainly consider- 
able; and the number who never found careers of 
usefulness as wives and mothers was still greater, 
in times when many a girl of gentle birth was con- 
secrated from the cradle to religious celibacy. Tlie 
nunneries afforded shelter to many girls and women 
who had either experienced the cares of wedlock, 
or who left their collegiate walls to become matrons. 
But when due allowance has been made for children 
under education, and ladies under no vow of celi- 
bacy, the majority of the gentle womankind housed 
in the nunneries of feudid England consisted of 
women who never married. 

Life-long celibacy was also the lot of a consider- 
able, perhaps the lai’ger, part of the well-bom and 
honourably taught women who found their liveli- 
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hood and employments in castles and manorial halls 
as gentle serving-women. Many of these ladies of 
course married well, and many more of them made 
fair matches ; but himdreds of them to the last 
earned boaid and wages as needlewomen, lace- 
makers, cooks, laundryw’omen, housemaids, in days 
when domestic labour was not tliought despicable, 
and a poor squire’s or knight’s daughter earning her 
subsistence in a gentle household, in any one of the 
above-named capacities, was Jis credittibly pliwed as 
the well-born, fashionable governesses and school- 
mistresses of Victorian England. 

Because the population of the coxmtry was com- 
paratively small in feudal England, it is imagined by 
many persons that the young men of tlie feudal houses, 
who were desirous of marrying, had comparatively 
little difficulty in getting the means of establishing 
themselves as husbands. There was the vast wealth 
of unreclaimed land open to the industn' and enter- 
prise of young funnel's. What more simple than that 
a. bachelor in love should, under such circumstances, 

‘ seize the plough, and nobly independent live ? ’ 
Many things were more easy. Land cannot be 
reclaimed without capital as well as labour ; and 
feudal society was sorely deficient of the money 
wherewith to procure the live and dead stock of 
husbandry. Moreover, the husbandman’s vocation 
was so generally despised in the chivalric ages, that 
men of noble lineage or merely gentle ancestry were 
thought to lose caste by having recourse to it. 
Hence considerations of pride and dignity restrained 
bachelors of goodly linej^e from turning farmers. If 
they were landless, or without a sure prospect of 
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succeeding to ancestral estate, they entered the 
monastic colleges, or, sinking their pride, took orders 
as secular clergy, or subsisted as gentle serving-men, 
i. e. as the salaried courtiers, paid lacqueys, hveried 
dependents of a wealthy kinsman or other important 
person. Like their cousins and sisters, the gentle 
serving-women, the bachelors of this last kind hoped 
for better things. They might fascinate and steal 
heiresses ; they might provide for themselves by 
marrying widows with large dowries ; or a war 
might occur in time to give them a chance of dis- 
tinguishing themselves and winning the material 
rewards of fortunate valour. But they certainly 
were in no better position to marry portionless 
maidens than the aristocratic youngsters w'ho subsist 
in the western quarters of modem London on irre- 
gularly-paid allowances of 200 /. or 300 /. per annum. 

The foreign commerce which now-a-days covers 
the land with opulent homes, governed by matrons 
and maidens of happy experiences, had no existence. 
At the same time our internal trade was compara- 
tively trivial ; and, though young men of honest 
stocks might seek their fortunes in the higher 
departments of trade, those limited fields of profit- 
able enterprise were closed to gentle aspirants with- 
out money in their pockets. 

In these days of clerical marriage, our thousands 
of beneficed clergy require almost as many wives. 
But in mediajval England the priest was, with only 
a few exceptions to the inde, wifeless. The regular 
clergy, who held, and spent chiefly on themselves, the 
revenues and fruits of a prodigious portion of the 
real estate of the country, never married. The same 



30 


BBIDES AND BBIDAD3. 


may be said of the wealthier ecclesiastics of the 
secular ranks. The few seculars who, in defiance of 
canons and bishops, perpetrated furtive wedlock 
with plebeian women, contributed nothing to the 
matrimonial chances of girls in the higher social 
grades. When England had little trade, ju.st no 
commerce, a celibjvte clergy, and a vast quantity of 
her most productive land especially set apart for the 
maintenance of gentle bachelors, the girls disposed 
towards matrimony, albeit compamtively few, were 
not more likely to become ‘ sweet apes ' than are 
the mamageable girls of imMlern England, respect- 
ing whom .social reformers aie a.sking, ‘ A\Tiat is to 
be done with them ?’ IJearing these facts in mind, 
my reatlera will perhaps agree with me that our 
groulh of means for the support of wives has kept 
pace with the increase of the pojmlation wi.shing to 
become wives. 

But the outlines of the case* in support of this 
opinion have not Wen given, whilst it remains to be 
said that the stiitionarincss of popiilatioii in our 
feudal times demonstnitcs the strength of the arti- 
ficial restraints on matrimony. This ft*ature of our 
social life in old time is most noteworthy. Under 
circumstances favonrahle to marriage, ottr race has 
proved itself the mo.st ju-olific on the face of the 
earth. Due allowance being made for the efiV'Cts of 
wars, pestilences, anti other destructive calamities, it 
may be stated as a rule, that when Anglo-Saxon 
families, instead of multiplying, have only replaced 
the natural waste of time and death, the stationa- 
riness of popuktion is referable to circumstances 
which checked the natural tendency to wedlock. 
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Moreover, our social records and early literature 
abound with other evidence of a state of things most 
unfavourable to the matrimonial desires of woman- 
kind. The greed and sharpness with which the 
negotiators of marriage - contracts in the days of 
I chivalry used to haggle and bargain for a few pounds 
Wore or less of pecuniary consideration, and the 
way in which treaties for marriage were set aside 
for commercial reasons, are most significant of the 
prevailing dearth of money, and of the depressing 
effect which that dejirth had on the wishes of lovers. 
And whilst the poor bachelors of feudal England 
would not many because they were too poor, the 
rich ones often avoided wedlock from just such 
selfish considemtions as determine the conduct of 
the confirmed club-bachelors of modem London, in 
Henry the Eighth’s time Cardinal Pole was repre- 
sented, in a manuscript tract, as so sensible of the 
evils accruing to the common weal from the stagna- 
tion of the marriage-market, and from the increasing 
unwillingness of well-to-do bachelors to undertake 
the responsibilities of wedlock, Avhilst spinsters suit- 
able for them abounded in every isart of the land, 
that he desired to incite the delincjuents to matri- 
mony by subjecting bachelors to heavy taxes, and 
placing upon them several humiliating social dis- 
abilities. An annual income-tax of a shilling in the 
poimd on all income, howsoever derived, and an addi- 
tional yearly tax of threejrence in the pound on all 
the chattels of every bachelor possessing portable 
goods to the amount of four pounds, were the 
penalties which the Cardinal of the ‘Dialogue’ 
wished to place on eveiy single man wilftdly and 
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maliciously avoiding wedlock ; • the sums accruing 
from the two taxes to be employed for the relief 
of indigent families, and the portioning of ‘ pore 
damssellys and vyrgynys’ with a view to their 
marriage. Yet further, the ecclesiastic of tliis 
remarkable document pro|>osed that bachelors should 
be ineligible for all municipid offices and other places 
of honour and trust. But the most noteworthy and 
piquant of the suggestions attributed to the Car- 
dinal is tlie proposal that all secular })riests should 
forthwith be made to niarr)’. Besides being a man 
of lively humour, in thus crediting Pole with a desire 
to see every parochial clergyman Avith a wife, if 
his benefice could maintain her, the author of the 
‘ Dialogue ’ shows his good sense in indicating how 
injuriously the interests of womankind were affected 
by clerical celiliacy. 

The gi'eat difference Wtween the spinsters of old 
and the unmanied gentlewomen of modem Englaard, 
appears in the fact that whereius the fonner — j)artly 
from comparative mental dulness, partly from abund- 
ance of daily employment, and partly fr»)m the in- 
fluence of their education in submissiveness — were 

* The Cardinal, speaking of wilful hachelorn, w^oiild ‘ allure 
them to the procrcatyoa of chyldur, hut also certayn [>uuys pre- 
sciybyng to them whycli from iiiatiymony for theyr plcsur wold 
abstayne, — as, fyrste, they schold cuer take al suche huiiowrc and 
ex}’tjTnatyon as yn g}'ven to maryed men, and ncuer to here 
ofiyce in theyr cyte or towne where they abyde ; and, Wsyde this, 
me semyth hyt were a conuenyent payuo, that euery bachelor, 
accordying to the portyou of gotlys and landys, schold ycrely pay 
a certayne siunme, as hyt were of euery i>ownde lii d., wych 
yerely cumyth in, otlier by fe, wagys, or land ; and eueiy man 
that ys worth in xnouabul godys aboue iiii IL of every powud iiid. 
the whjcb sotne schold euer be reseniyd in a common place, to bo 
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generally resigned to their fate and the world's 
treatment; the latter, by reason of their fuller 
knowledge, finer sense of justice, and nobler con- 
ceptions of the purposes of existence, no less generally 
desire a larger sphere of useful and congenial activity. 
Taking life as it came, the spinsters of old time were 
upon the whole content to believe that, becaiise 
things were so, it was right that they sln^uld be so. 
God made the earth and all things in it ; and it was 
not for them to question whether it could not be 
improved and relieved of some of its impleasant 
things. This simple faith aftbrded them several 
consolatory principles and precepts. All persons 
were not meant to be alike happy. It was part of 
the Creator’s design that some people should be 
more or less fortunate, and others more or less 
miserable. If it was necessary for His design that 
they should be amongst the more or less miserable, 
it did not matter much : for life was brief, and after 
it came heaven, whither they would go if they 
worked steadily, prayed regulaidy, and did the priests’ 
bidding. Thus the old-world spinsters reconciled 
themselves to life, when they had lost temper with 


dyatrybutyd partely to them wych have more chyldur then they 
bo wcl abul to miryach, and partely to the dote of pore damosellys 
and vyrgynys. And yf case be that they wych thus abstayne 
vtturly fW)m maiyage dye in that mancr, they schold be con- 
streynyd, by ordur, to leue the one halfc of al their gudys to bo 
dystiybutod aftur the roaner before proscrybyd ; and prestys the 
bole ; oner provyByon made that nothyng schold be alyenat to the 
fraud of the law. 4nd so, aitur thys mean, I thynke in few yeiys 
the pepul 8ch<dd SBCrcse to a notabul noumber. Thys I juge, 
among other, to bf ja syngular remedy for the sklendumes of our 
polytyke body, mw say you, Master Lupton t ^ Ys hyt not so t’ 
VOL. n. . D 
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it But it was not often that they troubled them- 
selves about the whys and wherefores of existence, 
which was as much * a muddle ’ four or five centuries 
since as it was the other day, when poor Stephen 
Blackpool vainly tried to make it out. Having 
come into a world, — where they were needed to 
stitch, and wash linen, and spin thread, and knit 
woollen clothes, and do other useful things, — they 
went out of it without having discovered that they 
were slaves to men, or imagining that mascxiline fraud 
and despotism had deprived them of their natural 
rights. In fact, they were for the most part meek 
and yielding creatures, drilled to subservience, and 
altogether incapable of asserting themselves. 

This mode of feminine life became less and less 
general as women came to be better taught, and 
placed more and more above the influence of servile 
fear. Woman entered on a new period of her history 
when civilization pennitted her to learn her letters, 
and took the stick from her master’s hand. She had 
travelled far on the road to liberty when she had 
established her right to choose literature for her own 
reading from the shelves of her circulating library. 
And now, if she has not arrived at the fulness of 
freedom and at perfect equality with man, she is on 
the point of achieving her ambition to be his mate, 
without the qualifying prefix. In congratulating her 
on her almo.st perfect victory,* let men, who worship 
goodness and love freedom, acknowledge that their 
satisfaction at what she has done for herself and hy 
herself in these later years arises from the belief 
that in helping herself she has been helping both 
sexes forward to a better life, and from the convio- 
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tion that man's happiness increases with the growth 
of woman’s liberty. 

The battle between masculine privilege and 
feminine right, which is still being fought out to 
the foreseen end, began at a much earlier period 
than is generally supposed. Instead of beginning 
in the present century, woman’s i;pvolt had assumed 
threatening dimensions more than a hundred and 
thirty years since, when Sophia, the author of 
‘Woman not Inferior to Man’ (1739), declared the 
natural ability of womankind to labour efficiently in 
all the various callings in which men gained the 
means of subsistence. She demanded that women 
should be admitted to all the learned professions 
with the exception of the clerical vocation, from 
which it appeared to her that the gentler sex was ex- 
cluded, not by her inherent weakness, but by a Divine 
order issued for mysterious reasons, the sufficiency 
of wliich it would be impious to question. Without 
venturing to speak positively respecting the Divine 
motives for excluding womankind from sacerdotal 
offices, Sophia thought it probable that the exclusion 
resulted from the Divine desire to lure men to the 
religious life, which was i*epugnant to the masculine 
temper. Women, having a strong ‘natural pro- 
pensity ’ to ‘ virtue and religion,’ required no bribes 
to stimulate them to goodness. They would love 
the church, though forbidden to sit in her cliief 
seats. But impious and stubborn men would pro- 
bably have universally repudiated all religious 
obligations, if they had not been conciliated to the 
ways of holiness by a grant of a monopoly of the 
sacerdotal privilegea 
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Sophia asked that all public (secular) offices 
should be thrown open to female candidates, — a 
demand that went beyond all which recent advocates 
of woman’s rights in this country have at present 
ventured to ask for the politicfd enfranchisement of 
the gentler sex. It appeared to her that, of all the 
callings and industries monopolized by men, the 
medical profession was one in which properly 
educated women would be most likely to surpass 
their masculine competitors.* Admitting that the 
generality of Englishwomen in the higher social 
classes exhibited frivolou.sness, mental lightness, and 
moral infirmity, inconsistent with her high estimate 
of the natural capacities of the fair sex, the ‘ Person 

• * Our sex,* says Sophia, ‘ seems Ixmi to teach and practise 
physic, to restore health to the sick, and preserve it to the well 
Neatness, luuuiyness, and compliance, are one half of a patient’s 
cure ; and in this the men must yield to us. Indeed, in our turns 
we must yitdd to them in the art of inventing hard names, and 
puzzling a case with a numl>er, as well as adding to a patient’s 
grievance with the costliness, of remedies. But we can invent, 
and have invented, without the hel[> of Galen or Hippocrates, 
an infinity of reliefs for the sick, which they and their blind 
adherents could neither improve nor disapprove. And an old 
woman’s receipt, as it is termed, has often been known to remove 
an inveterate distemper, which has baffled the researches of a 
college of graduates. In a word, the olm^rvations made by 
women in their practice have l>een so exact, and built upon such 
solid reason, as to show more than once the useless pedantiy of 
the major part of the school systems. . . . Thus far, I insist, 

th^re is no science or public office in a state which women are 
not as much qualified for by Nature as the ablest of men. With 
regard, however, to divinity, our natural capacity has been re- 
strained by a positive law of God : and therefore we know better 
than to lay claim to what we could not practise without sacri- 
legious intrusion. Though, by-the-by, let it be observed that the 
bar which our Divine Saviour has put to our exercising any re- 
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of Quality’ — the person of very strange and un- 
savoury quality in the opinion of our grandfathers of 
the Second George’s time — insisted that the obvious 
defects of her weaker sisters were due to masculine 
mismanagement and the wretched badness of female 
education. 

More than half a century after the publication of 
Sophia’s ‘Woman not Inferior to Man’ (1739), that 
noble though greatly erring woman, Mary Wolstone- 
crafb, demanded, in her ‘ Vindication of the R^hts 
of Woman’ (1792), that the medical profession 
should be thrown open to women, and that they 
should be allowed to vote for the election of members 
of parliament.* It marks the change which has 

ligious functions, neither bars us from any other public ofiBces, 
nor proves us unworthy or iiatunilly incapable of exercising even 
them. However, if it is lawful to reascui at all upon the Divine 
precepts, we may assign a reas(»h which carries its own proba- 
bility with it, and rather redounds to the honour than disrepute 
of our sex. 6W nudouhtedlif hmv idie general tendencg of men 
to impiety and ir religion ; and tfverefore why might He not confine 
the functions of religion to ilnst sex, to attract some of them at least 
to those duties that they hate such a general ajxithy for ? Es})ccially 
since the natural propensity of our sex to virtue and religion 
made it unnecessai^' to a<ld any of those external heljis to His 
Divine gnice, in order to win us to what our hearts lead us to/ — 
Vide * Woman not Inferior to Mtui : or, a Short and Modest Vindi 
cation of the Natural Higlit of the Fair Sex to a perfect E<juiility 
of Power, Dignity, and Esteem with the Men. By Sophi.a, a 
Person of Quality.’ 1 7 39. 

• ‘ I may,’ says Mar}" Wolstonecraft, timidly hinting rather 
than firmly declaring woman’s right to political enfranchisement, 

* excite laughter by dropping a hint, which I mean to pursue 
some future time, for I really think that women ought to have 
representatives, instead of being arbitrarily governed, without 
having a share allowed them in the deliberations of government. 
But, as the whole system of representation is now, in this country, 
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been effected in the last eighty years in social 
opinion, with respect to the claims of the advocates 
of woman's rights, that the ‘ Vindication,' which 
covered Mary Wolstonecraft with opprobrium, and 
caused ordinary folk to denounce her as an infidel 
and monster of immorality, made for the fair sex no 
demand which is not at tlie present day allowed to 
be a fit subject for deliberate consideration in par- 
liament and public assemblies. It asked for woman 
sounder and more liberal education, a larger measure 
of legislative justice, and a share in tlie lucmtive 
industries monopolized by men. It urged that mar- 
riage ought not to deprive a woman of her power to 

onlj a convenient handle for despotism, they need not complain, 
for they are well represented as a numerous class of hard- 
working mechanics, who pay for the 8up}M»rt of n)yalty when they 
can scarcely .stop their children’s mouths with ba*ad .* — Vide ^ K 
Vindication of the Rights of Woman* (1792). The claim, which 
eighty years since even Mary WVdstonecraft, with an apprehen* 
won that her words would pnn’okc a storm of almost universal 
ridicule, only dared to suggest thus timidly, has l»ect>me a chief 
article in the programme of a political [)arty, has won the appro- 
bation of a considerable numl>er of our most thoughtful luid truly 
gentle women, and has l)een cmbcxlied in a legislative profiosal 
that has received the respectful coiisideration of the whole, and 
the cordial support of an important minority, of the House of 
Commons. With res[)ect to woman’s fitness for the medical pro- 
fession, and her need of higher culture and more work, Maty 
WolstoneciTift remarked, ‘Women might certainly study the art 
of healing, and be physicians as well as nurses. And midwifeiy 
decency seems to allot to them, though I am afraid the word mid- 
wife, in our dictionaries, will soon give place to accoucheur^ and 
one proof of the former delicacy of the sex be effaced. They 
might, also, study politics, and settle their benevolence on the 
breast basis ; for the reading will scarcely bo more useful than 
the perusal of novels, if read as mere biography ; if the character 
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possess and acquire property, and rob her of other 
privileges accorded by the law to spinsters, who, 
though no less deserving, were not more worthy of 
the law's confidence than the wives of honest mea 
Its author had the hardihood to declare that women 
would be l:)etter wives and mothers if they were 
better taught ; that intelligence and energy were 
more valuable qualities in the mother^ of a large 
family than servile submissiveness to marital au- 
thority ; and that particularly meek wives were often 
egregious ainipletons. 

Now that seventy yeai^ and more have elapsed 
since poor Mary Wolstonecraft Godwin paid in 
anguish and shame a heavy penalty for the grave, 

of the times, the ix)litical improvements, arts, &c., be not observed 
, . . . Business of various kinds they might likewise pursue, 

if they were educated in a more orderly manner, which might 
save many from common and legal prostitution. Women would 
not then marry for a 8upix>rt, as men accept places under govern- 
ment, and neglect the implied duties ; nor would an attempt to 
earn their own subsistence, a most laudable one 1 sink them almost 
to the level of poor abandoned creatures. For are not milliners 
and mantua-makers reckoned the next class ?' — Vide Mary Wol- 
stonecroft's * Rights of Woman.' It is noteworthy that Mary 
Wolstonecraft 's notion of how history should be written for popu- 
lar usefulness passed from her to her husband, William Godwin, 
and from him to Lord Macaulay. S]x»akiug of wives remarkable for 
their meekness and helplessness, Mary Wolstonecraft says, *To 
be a good mother, a woman must have good sense, and that inde- 
pendence of mind which few women possess who am taught to 
depend entirely on their husbands. Meek wives are, in general, 
foolish mothers ; wanting their children to love them best, and 
take their part, in secret, against the father, who is held up as a 
scarecrow. When chastisement is uecessaiy, though they have 
offended the mother, the father must inflict the punishment : he 
must be the judge in all disputes.* — Vide * Rights of Woman.* 
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though not inordinately heinous, offences of her 
domestio life, she deserves to be commemorated 
gratefully by -womankind as a brave pioneer and 
martyr in a cause that is on the threshold of 
triumph. 
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CHAPTER III. 

MEDICAL, WOMEN AND WHITE SLAVES. 

The ladies of our time who, repeating the appeals 
of Sophia, the person of quality, and Mary, the 
woman of letters, entreat that they may be ad- 
mitted to the ranks of the medical practitioners, 
recommend no novel experiment, but merely ask 
society to revert to an old usage countenanced by 
the general action of mankind. In feudal times our 
practitioners of medicine and surgery were, for the 
most part, women. Tlie medimval herbalists and bone- 
setters who ministered to the ailments and tended 
the broken limbs of our ancestors in pre-Reforma- 
tion days, were, in nine cases out of ten, persons of 
the gentler sex, who had acquired surgical and 
remedial knowledge directly or indirectly from the 
monasteries. The obstetric department of surgery 
was altogether in the hands of women, whose best 
teachers were monks familiar with Albertus. In a 
later period, when Harvey and his contemporaries 
had entered into competition with the wise women, 
the male obstetricians had but few patients in com- 
parison with the surgical women ; and even to the 
present day a large proportion of our English families, 
especially those of our northern towns and outlying 
country districts, have never employed men to 
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render the obstetrical services which are most appro- 
priately rendered to women by operators of their 
own sex. 

Throughout the seventeenth century the male 
operators in this department of surgery steadUy 
gained ground on the female practitioners, but it 
was not till the middle of the last century that the 
latter sank into a condition of servile subordination 
to the former. In Charles the Second’s London, 
women were amongst the most prosperous and re- 
spected practitioners of medicine. They occupied 
good houses in the best parts of town, and were 
regarded as gentlewomen by right, not in spite, of 
their vocation. Mrs. Elizaljeth Celller, the fashion- 
able London obstetrician of the Restoration period, 
lived in her own house in Arundel Street, Strand ; 
and when she was tried at the Old Btiiley for pub- 
lishing her ‘ Malice Defeated,’ the counsel and wit- 
nesses for the prosecution marked their respect for 
her office and status by tenning her ‘ the gentle- 
woman at the bar.’ Further light is thrown on the 
position of the medical ladies of the seventeenth cen- 
tury by Mrs. Cellier’s spirited defence of her calling in 

her ‘ Letter to Dr. . Answer to his Queries.’ From 

this remarkable epistle it appears that, during the 
interval between the suppression of episcopacy and 
the Act of Uniformity, the medical gentlewomen of 
London were regularly examined as to their pro- 
fessional attainnrents at the Simgeons' Hall, before 
they were placed on the roll of qualified practi- 
tioners; and that the board which tested their 
proficiencgr consisted of six male and six female sur- 
geons. The official evidence of these noteworthy 
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was lost, together with all the other archives 
of the Surgeons’ College, in the Great Fire of London 
in 1666 ; but with respect to the main features of 
the arrangements for the Ladies’ Examinations at 
Surgeons’ Hall during the Commonwealth, testi- 
mony sufficient for the purposes of the social his- 
torian may be found in Mrs. Cellier’s tract.* 

Concerning the origin of the episcopal licenses of 
the female obstetricians Mrs. Cellier was at fault. 
That Bonner drew up a new form of license, and 
even composed the oath for surgical ladies, which 
may be found in ‘ The Book of Oaths’ (1649), is not 
improbable ; but the episcopal control of the feminine 
obstetricians dates from a time prior to the sixteenth 
century. In his ‘ History of the Kefonnation,’ Bur- 
net observes, with regard to this ecclesiastical prac- 
tice, ‘ In the Church of Rome, pursuant to their 
belief concerning tlie necessity of sacraments, women 
were allowed in extreme cases to baptize; and the 
midwives commonly did it, which might be the 
beginning of their being licensed by the bishops to 
exercise that calling.’ Thus, whilst women, com- 
paratively learned in medicine and surgery, were 

* ‘Nor did the bishops pretend to license mid wives till Bp, 
Bonner’s time, w'ho drew np the form of the first license, which 
continued in full force till 1G42; and then the physicians and 
ohimrgeons contendin<^ about it, it was adjudged a chyrurgical 
operation, and the midwives were licensed at Chyrurgeons’ Hall, 
but not until they had passed three examinations, before six 
skilful midwives, and as many chyrurgeons expert in the art of 
midwifeiy* Thus it continued until the Act of Uniformity passed, 
which sent the midwivos back again to Doctors’ Commons, 
where they pay their money, take an oath which it is impossible 
for them to keep, and return home as skilfUl as they went thither.* 
— Vide ^Mrs. Elisabeth Ceilier’s Letter to Dr. 
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specially appointed by the Church to perform offices 
generally discharged now-a-days by male operators, 
they were also authorized under certain circum- 
stances to administer the sacrament of baptism to 
^new-born infants. 

But though on the revival of the old usages of 
the Church, after the Act of Unifonnity had become 
law, our medical ladies were required to apply for 
licenses to the Ordinary of the diocese in which they 
resided, as in former time, the spiritual authority 
had no power to compel ol)e(lience to its decree in 
this matter. In KoU’s ‘Abridgment,’ ii. 286 , it is 
laid do'mi, ‘ Si un suit soit en le Spiritual Court vers 
un feme pur exerciser le tnide d’un midwife sans 
license del Ordinary enesutre les Cannons, un pro- 
hibition gi.st, ear ces ne.st ascun spiritual function de 
que ils hont conu.sans.’ But custt)m and social sen- 
timent enabled the bi.shops to retain for several 
generations tlieir ancient control of the medical 
ladies. So late as the earlier part of the eighteenth 
century, the woman wlio wished to practise obstet- 
rical surgery applied to the clergj'inan of her parish 
for a certificate of her respectability and social fitnera 
for the work. Besides her pjistor’s certificate, she 
was required to present a recfunmendation, signed by 
matrons who had experienced her skill, to the bishop 
or his chancellor, who then invaruibly granted the 
license — wliich, though it did not guarantee much 
professional knowledge in its holder, was a desirable 
testimonial of her respectability. The licensed lady 
paid for her diploma fees varying between seventeen 
and nineteen shillings. In the diocese of Gloucester, 
in Bishop Warburton’s time, the fees for her license 
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amounted to 17s. 6<i. When kind Mr. and Mrs, 
Yorick obtained a license to practise obstetrical sur- 
gery for a poor widow of their parish, it is recorded 
in ‘ Tristram Shandy,’ that they and their coad- 
jutors in a charitable work paid 18s. 4<f. for the in- 
strument, which Didius subsequently improved by 
the addition of ‘ a neat formula of his own devising.’ 
Beaders need not be reminded how miich of the 
humour of Sterne's famous novel relates to the 
mutual jealousies and antagonisms of the doctors 
and medical ladies of the earlier years of the eight- 
eenth centiuy. The date of Tristiam’s birth being 
November 5 , 1718, there is sufficient authority for 
the statement that women, holding episcopal licenses 
to practise the obstetrical art, continued to discharge 
some of the most important functions of the qualified 
medical practitioner almost down to the time when 
Sophia asserted the fitness of womankind for the 
medical vocation, and within seventy years of the 
period when Mary Wolstonecrafb regretted that 
male surgeons had to a great extent deprived her 
sisters of one of their ancient and most remunerative 
employments. 

But whilst expressing satisfaction at what has 
been done dming the last three hundred years for 
the liberation of womankind from maritsd despotism, 
I cannot agree with all the statements which woman’s 
too fervid defenders are wont to make respecting her 
present state and past experiencea It seems to me 
that a good cause is sometimes injured in public 
esteem by the impetuous and indiscreet champions, 
who, whilst exclaiming against the inordinate au- 
thority of husbands in olden time, and against the 
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obvious hardship of several of our laws respecting 
women, forget that heavy responsibilities were at- 
tached to the excessive powers, and that the law 
which needs amendment is not without evidences of 
man's considerateness for and generosity towards the 
gentler sex. The student desirous of forming just 
judgments respecting the relations of the sexes, 
should not forget that, in times when landholders 
were required to bear arms for the defence of their 
sovereign and coimtry, the law empowered men to 
dispose of their property so that much of the real 
^tate of the kingdom came into the possession of 
women, whose physical weakness incapacitated them 
for militaiy sendee. And instead of manife.sting an 
indisposition to exercise this power fur tlie benefit of 
the gentler sex, men displayed so general a pro- 
pensity to endow their wives too liljerally, that the 
law found it necessary to restrain a spirit of munifi- 
cence which threatened evil to the commonwealth. 

Again, with respect to the law Avhich renders a 
husband the possessor of his wife’s property. At 
present this rule is productive of grievous injustice 
in every class of the community. It gives the pro- 
fligate husband the power to sqxiander on his vicious 
enjoyments the money which his unofiending wife 
acquires by inlieritance or industry. Women of 
every rank are often cruel sufferers from the unfair 
arrangement which thus makes the man, not in 
mere theoiy, but in hard practice, the actual possessor 
of his wife and all her possessions. The earl’s daugh- 
ter sees the legacy left her by an aunt go towards 
the payment of her scampish husband’s ‘ debts of 
honour/ instead of being spent on the education 
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of her neglected children. The clever female artist — 
in music, belles lettres, or painting — sees her painful 
earnings swept away by a sottish thief, who requires 
the means for a holiday at Baden-Baden. The 
thrifty washerwoman, on returning to her humble 
dwelling with the weekly sums paid to her by her 
employers, may be required to give the contents of 
her purse to a drunken scoundrel, who, though he 
may not blacken her eyes with his fists, is merely 
exercising his legal privilege to do his law’ful plea- 
sure with ‘ his owTi property,' when he carries off to 
the nearest gin-palace the money required by his 
industrious wife to buy bread for his babes. 

No words are needful to demonstrate the cruelty 
of such outnvges of strength against weakness, or to 
show the injustice of the law which makes such 
things possible. But in fairness to the origina- 
tors of the rule it must be remembered that they 
lived in times when personal property being very 
scarce, the majority of women never inherited any 
estate more valuable than a few articles of household 
furniture and wearing-apparel ; and when, moreover, 
it was not foreseen that married women would ever 
be able to acquire large sums of money by services 
higher than the offices of domestic drudgery. In de- 
claring the husband to possess his wife’s property, as 
well as her person, the law rarely gave him much ; 
in the great majority of cases it gave him nothing. 
Beyond her wedding-trousseau and presents, which 
were of no very considerable value, the average bride 
of old time seldom brought her husband anything. 
For centuries, as we have seen, she not only came to 
hiin portionless, but he had to pay a considerable 
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price for her person. Marriage by fascination had 
been in vogue for generations ere it was common, 
even in the wealthier ranks of society, for the damsel 
of a young man’s affections to be what would now- 
a-days be termed ‘ a girl of money.’ In enunciating a 
principle that deprived the woman of no substantial 
advantage, and seldom enriched the man by more 
than a few groats, the law may have flattered the 
self-love of the latter at the expense of courtesy to 
the former, but it was guiltless of the iniquity 
charged upon it by some of our modem reformera 
In a period when wives were in theory honourable, 
and in too common practice dishonoured slaves, the 
law would have indignantly refused to sanction such 
wrongs against married women as are daily perpe- 
trated in modem England under its name and by 
force of its dictum. 

Moreover, let it be borne in mind that to the pri- 
vilege, which in ninety-nine cases out of every hun- 
dred never enriched the husband perceptibly, the law 
attached a responsibility which was apt to be burden- 
some, and often resulted in his grievous impoverish- 
ment. If he might take possession of her few chat- 
tels and discount her slender expectations, the hus- 
band was on the other hand required to support her, 
though, through sickness or mental infirmity, or moral 
badness, she contributed nothing to his comfort and 
material prosperity. He was boimd to pay her debts 
contracted during her coverture. He was required 
to pay her debts contracted before she came into his 
possession. To this day he is thus made commer- 
cially responsible for her, in consideration of his right 
to take and hold her property. Should legal reform 
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falrA from him the right to seize and spend her pro- 
perty, it must at the same time relieve him of the 
obligation to pay her debts and \inder all circum- 
stances to support her. This is clear. It would be 
injustice, worse than any pecuniary injustice of which 
women complain, to give a rich wife the possession 
of her wealth, and still make her needy- husband 
responsible for her debts. It would be absiud to place 
the heireas in secure possession of 10,000/. a-year — 
heiresses in novels never have less than 10,000/. 
a-year — and make her husband, with 50/. a-year, not 
only answerable for her pecuniaiy engagements, but 
boxmd to maintain her. It may be questioned whe- 
ther women w'ould upon the whole be benefited by 
the legal change which, wliilst giving them all the 
rights in property that men enjoy, should deprive 
wives of their right to proper sustenance from their 
husbands. In the wealthier classes of society they 
would perhaps be gainers from the change ; but it 
is doubtful whether the case w'ould be so in the 
lower social grades. 

Another mistake, often made by the more impul- 
sive and one-sided advocates of woman’s rights, is to 
shut their eyes to the pleasant circumstances of the 
fairly-placed wife in the higher grades of English 
society, and to argue as though wives were in the 
msyority of cases the wretched slaves to masculhie 
ferocity and selfishness tJiat they may become imder 
the maltreatment of exceptionally bad husbands. 

To disputants of this vehement and wild sort, 
one is tempted to reply with counter-statements of 
the misery occasioned to patient, inoffensive men — 
the wretched creatures whom Jeremy Taylor com- 
VOL. IL B 
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passionated — by the extravagance, waywardness, 
petulance, and malignity of bad wives. But it is 
more generous to womankind, and fairer to both 
sexes, to respond to the slanderers of men with a 
dispassionate mention of the facts which exhibit the 
prosperous and contented husband as little else than 
the white slave of the period. 

It requii-es no concealment or perversion of truth 
to support this view of the married man’s position. 
Let us take the typical case of a clever, good-hearted 
young man, who, starting in life with no wealth, 
achieves success at the bar. As soon as he makes 
an income adequate to the demands of matrimony 
he says to himself, ‘ Go to, I will be a white slava’ 
In fulfilment of this self-sacrificing purpose he kneels 
at the feet of a young lady, and says, ‘Take me 
and the capacity I have for rendering you happy, 
honoured, and rich. I will be your slave, working 
incessantly for you, and making your aggrandizement 
the only object of my existence.’ She takes him. 
He has the joyful honeymoon, and for the rest of 
his days labours to fulfil his compact. Having set- 
tled into the matrimonial harness, he is driven — 
proudly, gently, mercifully, no doubt, but still driven 
with whip and guided with reins — to the end of 
life’s course by the mistress to whom he has volun- 
tarily surrendered himself. He becomes a leader of 
his profession, and earns five or six thousand a-year. 
How is the income spent ? He reserves some three 
hiindred a-year for himself, — for his tailor’s bill ; for 
his frugal dinners, eaten at his club when he must 
return to chambers in the evening, or attend the 
House of Commons ; for his circuit expenses ; and 
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for the other details of his personal needs. Perhaps 
he allows himself another hundred or so a-year for 
horse-exercise, so that he may preserve his health 
and continue to be an efficient white slave. All the 
rest of his earnings goes to his wife. It is she who 
has the mansion in a fashionable square, the carriage 
and horses, the liveried servants, the pleasant coun- 
try-house, the works of art and luxinry furnished by 
obsequious tradesmen, the friends who throng her 
drawing-rooms on nights of reception. As a matter 
of course, she spends on her personal adornment ten 
times as much as he requires for his dress. And 
why should she do otherwise ? She has her white 
slave, and enjoys the pleasures which it is his delight 
to lavish upon her. Whatever of his income is with- 
held from her immediate expenditure is laid by in 
sure investments for her future provision, or for the 
needs of her children. Knowing the value of her 
white slave, she has proper care for his health, com- 
fort, peace of mind, and working powers. Flattered 
by his devotion, grateful for the beneficial results of 
his industry, and sensible of his nvunerous merits, 
she pets, caresses, and admires him, whilst she checks 
him or gives rein according to her pleasure. He is 
not the less a white slave because he rejoices in being 
what he is. 
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CHAPTEK IV. 

CLERICAL MARRIAGE. 

Having described at great length the results of 
clerical marriage on the Church and Society in a 
former work of social illustration known to most 
of the readers of these volumes, I shall, on the 
present occasion, only touch lightly on a change 
that has for more than three huiulred years affected 
beneficially the matrimonial interests of English 
womankind. 

It is impossible to say whether the privilege of 
marriage, reluctantly acconled l>y our spiritual ciiiefs 
in the sixteenth centuiy to the clergy, has been 
more advantageous to the ecclesiastical order or to 
the gentler sex. It is certain- that tlie alteration has 
been fruitful of prodigious good to both. Wliilst, on 
the one hand, it has drawTi to the clerical class through 
the wedding-ring a large proportion of the wealth 
created by the industry of laymen, and has added 
greatly to the political security of the Established 
Church, it has, on the other hand, furnished success- 
ive generations of the gentler sex with a matrimo- 
nial field in which hundreds of thousands of educated 
Englishwomen have, since the Reformation, expe- 
rienced the delights and discharged the functions of 
wedlock under peculiarly favourable circmnstances. 
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But it may not be imagined that, on tbe con- 
cession of matrimonial privileges to the clergy, either 
the sacerdotal persons or the fair sex showed any 
general alacrity to avail themselves of the permis- 
sion which, in course of time, changed the character 
of our priesthood and brought our womankind of the 
superior social grades into close domestic intercourse 
with their spiritual advisers. 

Alike amongst the clergy and the laity a strong 
feeling existed against married ecclesiastics for many 
years after the final triumph of Protestantism. Queen 
Elizabeth had so vehement a repugnance to clerical 
marriage, that she found it difficult to treat married 
ecclesiastics with civility or proper respect. Her 
wedded bishops were required to keep their wives 
in private lodgings, at a distance from their official 
dwellings ; and even thougli tbe new mode of clerical 
life was sanctioned by her primate’s example, and 
commended by several of her most eloquent preacheis, 
she persisted in speaking of clerical waves as persons 
holding an indefinable position betw^een infamy and 
honest repute. In this respect she reflectefl the 
sentiment of all the Catholics and two-thirds of the 
Protestants in the higher social ranks. At the 
imiversities and amongst the dignified ecclesiastics 
the disapproval of bewived priests expressed itself in 
contemptuous rudeness to the offenders, and in en- 
deavours to hinder their professional advancement. 
Whilst Bishop Hall defended the honour of the 
married clergy in a learned and cogent treatise, the 
dons of Oxford and Cambridge were wont to decry 
as academic black sheep the few heads of houses 
and other clerical personages who had the indecency 
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to bring their wives within the boundaries of either 
university. 

Even by those who favotxred clerical marriage, to 
the point of declaring that no ecclesiastic sliould be 
disesteemed for having perpetrated marriage from 
conscientious motives and for righteous ends, it 
was generally allowed that clergymen ought not to 
marry, if they could live with innocence in celibacy, 
unless they were of opinion that by taking wives 
they could increase their usefulness to the Church 
and their fellow-creatures. This was the view of 
liberal Elizabethan laymen who gave their daughters 
in wedlock to exemplary clergymen. In a priest the 
act of vuving was under no lawful circumstances 
positively sinful. It might have the excuse of abso- 
lute necessity. Cases sometimes occurred where it 
was positively virtuous. But even the champions of 
the wedded ecclesiastics were in some degree under 
the influence of the sentiments which inspired the 
Councillors of Trent to curse the miscreant who 
should presume to teach that wedlock, however 
holy,* was as virtuous ajxd blissful as the single 
estate. In his ‘ Priest to the Temple,’ George 
Herbert describes the model ‘ country parson ’ as a 
minister who, ‘ considering that virginity is a higher 
estate than matrimony, and that the ministry re- 
quires the best and highest things, is rather un- 
manyed than manyed.’ Even to the close of the 

• ^De Sacramento Matrimonii. Canon X. — Si quis dixerit, 
statuin conjugalem anteponendum esse statui virginitatis^ vel 
coelibatuB ; et^ non esse melius ac beatius, manere in virginitate, 
aut coelibatu, quam jungi matrimonio; anathema tAV-^Vidt 
^Canones et Decreta Concilii Tridentini.’ 
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seventeenth centuij.derical biographers affected to 
regard a clergyman’s marriage as an act by which 
he ‘condescended to a lower estate.’ Commending 
Dr. Hammond, the famous Royalist divine, for refrain- 
ing from wedlock and dying an old bachelor. Bishop 
Fell, married man though he was, spoke of the doctor 
as having ‘thenceforth courted and espoused (what 
he preserved inviolate) vmto his death the more 
eminent perfection of spotless virgin 'chastity.’ 

Whilst matrimony was regarded as an estate to 
which clergymen might not condescend unl^s their 
condescension followed from a desire to do good to 
their parishioners, or from a conviction that it was 
the oiJy course by which they could avoid sin, the 
young priest was much less free than he is now-ar 
days to please himself in choosing a conjugal partner. 
If it w'as imagined that he selected his wife from 
any eai-thly consideration — such as regard for her 
■beauty, elegance, wit, wealth, or showy accomplish- 
ments — he could never hope society to take a cha- 
ritable view of his domestic condition. If he wished 
to escape even the suspicion of being actuated by 
vmrighteous motives, he made his offer to a spinster 
whose age, private means, and personal endowments 
placed him beyond the reach of malicious censors. 
It was thought creditable in him if he took to his 
home a lady whose sharpness of temper, according 
with her want of physical attractiveness, rendered 
it probable that he was deliberately sacrificing the 
peace of his fireside, in the hope of softening her 
asperity. If he wished for the approval of the 
largest possible number of his parishioners and ac- 
quaintances, he placed his matrimonial interests in 

$ALAR JUNGf IBRARY 
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tlie hands of some discreet counsellor or a committee 
of several advisers, and eventually married a bride 
whom he had wooed by deputy after she had been 
selected for him by his friend, or friends. It was in 
this way that the judicious Hooker and Bishop Hall 
became married men, with strangely dissimilar for- 
tunes in wedlock. 

When Mrs. Churchman, the clever landlady of 
the Shunfimite’s House hard by St. Paul’s Church- 
yard, had persuaded the gentle Richani Hfwker 
that his deliatte constitution needed the constant 
care of an affectionate spouse, the bashful recluse 
conceived that the lady, who knew so well lohat he 
wanted, was of all persons the one Ijest qualified to 
select a suitable person to minister to his require- 
ments. It would mi.sbe.seern him, as a .servant of 
the Church, to srjuander time in Irw^king alwut for 
a wife, and to inspect criticjilly a score of bhishing 
dam.sels before taking one to his ta.ste. It was unfit 
that he should have suiy tjiste in the matter, which 
was nothing else than an amingement for the pre- 
servation of his health, and for the increase of his 
usefulness. He, therefore, iastnicted the considerate 
Mrs. Churchman to do what wjw best for him, and 
to call him up from Dxfoni t^» be murrie<l when she 
should have found a fit maiden for him. And when 
in due course he linked himself to Mrs. Cliurchman’s 
daughter, he had all the more amfidence in the good- 
ness of the chosen creature, because she was his 
agent’s own chUd. Even to his High-Chiuch friends, 
who deplored his condescension to wedlock as a discre- 
ditable misadventure, his plan of fitting himself with 
a helpmate seemed impropriate and decorous, though 
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his siinplicity had in their opinion made him the 
dupe of a designing matron. Had Mrs. Churchman 
been worthy of his confidence, they would have 
merely regretted his weakness in deciding to take a 
downward step, but would have refrained from 
blaming him for trusting her. As it was, they con- 
soled themselves for his lapse by reprobating Mrs. 
Churchman's artfulness, and magnifying the evil 
qualities of Mrs. Hooker, who — though she compelled 
her learned husband to rock the baby’s cradle and 
tend the sheep, and used her shrill tongue much too 
freely — was probably Ji less faulty woman than her 
husband’s {ulmirers would have us believe. Anyhow 
Kiohard Hooker had so much respect for his wife 
that he appointed her to be the sole executor of his 
last testament. 

Joseph Hall did not commission a self-seeking 
gentlewoman to procure him a convenient wife ; but 
it is certiiin that, when the future Bishop of Norwich 
was the psistor of a cure ‘ in that sweet and civil 
country of Suffolk, near St Edmund’s Bury,’ he 
wedded a bride chosen for him by his particular 
friend, ‘the grave and reverend mini.ster, Mr. Grand- 
ridge.’ It was at a wedding party, to which he imd 
Mr. Grandridge were invited, that he first saw the 
young lady pre-appointed to be his sjwuse ere 
ever he set eyes upon her. As tlie two clergymen 
approached the festal house, ‘ a comely and modest 
gentlewoman standing at the door’ attracted the 
attention of Joseph Hjill, who asked his companion 
if he knew her. ‘Yes,’ answered Mr. Grandridge, 
* I know her well, and have bespoken her for your 
wife.' The reply seems to have taken Hall by 
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surprise, though it is uot probable that Mr. Grand- 
ridge would have gone so &r as to ‘bespeak’ a 
particular lady, unless he had received some general 
commission to find an eligible bride for his friend. 
* When,’ says the prelate in his autobiography, ‘ I 
further demanded an account of that answer, he told 
me she was the daughter of a gentleman whom he 
much respected, Mr. George "Winniff, of Bretenham ; 
that out of an opinion he had of the fitness of that 
match for me, he had already treated with her 
father about it, whom lie found very apt to entertain 
it, advising me not to neglect the opportunity, and 
not concealing the just praises of the modesty, piety, 
good disposition, and otlier virtues tliat were lodged 
in that seemly presence.’ Having listened to his 
friend’s counsel as a motion sent from God, Joseph 
Hall wooed and won the gentlewoman of seemly 
presence, Avith whom he lived in ‘(comfortable society’ 
for forty-nine years. It is noteworthy that, in his 
account of his introducjtion to his helpmate, or, as he 
prefers to call her, his ‘ meet-help,’ Bishop Hall — 
the most eloquent and famous of the Elizabethan 
advocates of clerical marriage — speaks of his union 
•with Miss Winniff of Bretenham as his ‘ condescen- 
sion to the necessity of a married estate.’ Even 
to the author of ‘ The Honour of the Married 
Clergy’ celibacy was a higher condition than wed- 
lock. 

When Hackett, rector of St. Andrew’s, Holbom, 
and Cheam, Surrey, and subsequently Bishop of 
lichfidd and Cotentry, took to himself a conjugal 
partner to enliven his quiet parsonage at Cheam, he 
was so sensible of the loss of sacerdotal honour at- 
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his unpriestly conduct, that he coxild not 
summon up courage to confess his misbehaviour to 
bis patron. Lord Keeper Williams, in after- time 
Archbishop of York, until the latter, having heard of 
the aflfeir by one of rumour’s side-winds, graciously 
took coach and paid a compbmentary visit to his 
shame-faced and the pretty bride. It is 

something to the credit of Icon’s successor on the 
woolsack, that he treated Mrs. Hackett on this 
occasion with extreme kindness, and was at pains to 
teU her husband that, though he forgave him for 
marrying her, he would never forgive him should he 
treat her unkindly. 

George Herbert, the pious priest and sacred poet, 
may be mentioned as another of the clergymen who 
married less at the instigation of their own hearts 
than at the order of affectionate counsellors. Though 
only a deacon when he entered matrimony, he was 
enough of a priest to feel himself degraded by his 
action, and to find comfort in reflecting that his smt 
to Miss Jane Danvers’ affections had been conducted 
with all the sacerdotal decormn possible to overtures 
of love. First of all, he desired Jane for his wife, 
whilst she was still personally unknown to lum, ftnm 
the reports given of her spiritual graces by divers 
religious and heavenly-minded persons who possessed 
her friendship. In the next place, Jane Danvers had 
fallen in love with him, though she had never seen 
him, from the fame of his goodness. Lastly, on their 
introduction to one another, the yo\mg deacon took 
Jane, and she took him, on trust in the representa- 
tions of their common friends ; and on the third day 
after their first interview they were joined together in 
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sober matrimony, without any exhibition of earthly 
exaltation or frivolous delight. 

On his return to Bainton from Bemerton, after 
his induction to the office of priest of the last-named 
parish, — an event that occuired within four months 
of his wedding-day, — George Herbert delivered to 
his aristocratic bride a setiaonable address on the 
social status of a clergyman’s wife, and enjoined her 
henceforth to be chiefly remarkable for her Cluistian 
humility. ‘You ai*e now,’ he said, ‘a minister’s wife, 
and must now so far forget your father’s house as 
not to claim precedence of any of your parishioners ; 
for you are to know that a priest’s wife can chal- 
lenge no precedence or place but that which she 
purchases by her obliging humility ; and I am sure 
places so purchjised do best become them : and let 
me tell you that I am so good a lierald as to assure 
you that this is the tnith.’ In making which decla- 
ration of the social status of an ecclesiastic’s wife, 
the clerical husband gave utterance to no conceit of 
his own brain, but to a rule of heraldic law which was 
rigidly observed in the seventeenth century, and still 
maintains its force in denying to bishops' wives 
titular participation in their husbands’ degree. Se- 
cular wives partake of their husbands’ social distinc- 
tions, and bear titles significant of their lords’ supe- 
riority to plain commoners, — the peer’s wife at- 
taining a peeress’s rank by her marriage ; and the 
ladies of baronets and knights being accredited by 
courteous usage with a style that proclaims them the 
sharers of their husbands’ elevation. But to tbia 
day an archbishop’s wife is called * Mistress,’ unless 
she has derived a title of nobility from some source 
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distinct from her primate’s honour. In fact, she is 
styled less honourably than the dame of any trades- 
man who has been knighted. 

Many a bride of Jane Herbert’s lineage would 
have received with displeasure the information that 
she was henceforth to consider herself as inferior to 
aU secular womankind, having any pretensions to 
gentility, in her husband’s parish. But “Mrs. Her- 
bert had not been commended extravagantly by the 
approvers of her meekness and docility. Instead of 
firhig indignantly at the intelligence, she assured her 
huslxind that ‘ it was no vexing news to her, and 
that he would see her observe it with a cheerful 
willingnesa’ 

But in spite of the loss of worldly honoiu* that 
accrued to them from marriage with spiritual spouses, 
English gentlewomen of the later half of the seven- 
teenth century displayed a preference for clerical sui- 
tors that perplexed Clarendon the historian, -who, in 
his inability to give a better reason for what he thought 
a discreditable anomaly, attributed it to the disturb- 
ance which the revolutionary troubles of the age had 
produced in social relations and sentiments. Indeed 
there were cases of gentle spinsters, of exemplary 
goodness and docility, who, in their desire for the 
edifying conditions of clericiil wedlock, laid aside 
their pride arrd customary decorum so far as to offer 
themselves as brides to the ministers in whom they 
delighted. A Puritan who declined a bishopric 
rather than make a compromise between his selfish 
interests and his conscientious disapproval of episco- 
pacy, Richard Baxter, cherished none of the senti- 
ment* which caused the highest churchmen of his 
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period to regard matrimony as an imperfectly vir- 
tuous estate, incompatible with sacerdotal holiness. 
But in the belief that, by withdrawing him to some 
extent from his professional labours and cumbering 
him with earthly cares, wedlock would diminish his 
zeal and usefulness in his sacred calling, he had 
avoided matrimony till his forty-fifth year, when 
Margaret Charlton, a ‘ pious and devout young lady,' 
bom of a good family and possessing 2000Z. — a con- 
siderable fortune for a gentle spinster in the seven- 
teenth century, — entertained the righteous ambition 
to become Mrs. Richard Baxter. 

It was after his migration from Kidderminster to 
London, on Charles the Second’s restoration, that 
the^-everend celibate became the object of Margaret's 
aflTection. He was engaged in theological study 
in his London chamber when he was disturbed by 
the entrance of a gentlewoman, who visited him to 
plead the young lady’s cause. On learning the busi- 
ness which had brought tlie fair .agent to his room, 
the good man, un.aware that Margaret stood on the 
staircase outside his study-door, and within hearing 
of his w'ords, vehemently explained that the proposal 
was too preposterous for him to entertain it seriously 
for a single moment. Having lived till middle age in 
celibacy, he could not, without incurring a charge of 
madness, marry a woman to whom his sense of duty 
would forbid him to be an habitually attentive hus- 
band. His studious labours and the interests of 
nonconforming Christians would require all his time, 
eneigies, and sympathy, and leave him neither lei- 
sure nor will for marital service. This was the 
substance of his reply. As his earnest and loudly 
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uttered words reached Margaret's ear, her heart sank 
within her; and if alarm and despair had not em- 
boldened her to take a course inconsistent with 
maidenly reserve, she would have returned to her 
abode endiuing the keenest mortification that femi- 
nine nature can suffer. Bursting into the divine’s 
study, she fell on her knees at his feet, and made 
her prayer in the following terms : — ‘ Dear Mr. 
Baxter, I protest with a sincere and real heart, I do 
not make a tender of myself to you upon any worldly 
or carnal account, but to have a more perfect con- 
verse with so holy and prudent a yoke-fellow, to 
assist me in the way to Heaven, and to keep me 
steadfast in my perseverance, which I design to 
God’s glory and my own soul’s good.' The ddVout 
scholar wavered ; and, like the woman who hesitates, 
the man who weavers is lost. Margaret Charlton 
retired from the scene of this strange piece of reli- 
gious romance, happy in knowing that she had 
achieved the most arduous part of her purpose. 
Bichard Baxter became her husband. But before 
the union of the lovely girl and middle-aged minister 
was solemnized, it was stipulated between the con- 
tracting parties, ‘ First, That Mr. Baxter should 
have nothing which before marriage was hers, that 
so he (who wanted no outward supplies) might not 
so much as seem to marry her for covetousness. 
Secondly, That she should so order her afiairs that 
he might not be entangled in any lawsuits about the 
same. Thiidly, That she should expect none of his 
time which his ministerial employment should call 
him for.’ 

Margaret fulfilled precisely her part of the agree- 
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When Lord Chancellor Clarendon for a 
second time urged the resolute clergyman to accept 
a mitre at the saciifice of a few trivial scruples, and 
when the bride’s friends urged her spouse to comply 
with the Chancellor’s request out of affectionate heed 
for her material interests, she spoke no word to lure 
her master from what he conceived to be the path 
of duty. Instead of repining at his reiterated re- 
fusal of a bishopric, she applauded his steadfastness 
even to the day of her death, which did not arrive 
imtil she had shared with him the gloom of imprison- 
ment and the sorrows of persecution. If her mode 
of winning her husband was less than womanly, her 
manner of serving him was more than heroicaL 

Elsewhere I took occasion to show how greatly 
Lord Macaulay erred in representing that Queen 
Elizabeth’s injunction respecting the wedlock of 
priests was designed to discretlit clerical mai-riage, 
and that the clergy of the seventeenth century, who 
condescended to matrimony, generally linked them- 
selves to women of extremely humble, if not abject, 
condition. The waiting-women whom Elizabethan 
rectors and vicars took in wedlock were not such 
domestic servants as now-a-days minister t(» prosperous 
employers, but ‘ gentle serving-w<anen ’ whose social 
respectability was not inferior to that of the young 
ladies of our middle ranks whom young clergymen 
are in the present day j)roud to marry. By saying 
that no clergyman of Elizabeth’s time might * pre- 
sume to many a servant-girl without the consent 
of her master and mistress,' the popular historian 
proved his ignorance of the terms of the injunction, 
which he rashly cited in support of his astounding 
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misstatement. But his principal blunder arose from 
his misconception of the quality and training of the 
gentle serving-damsels, whom he imagined to re- 
semble, in respect of birth, education, and degree, 
the housemaids and lady's-maids of modem England. 
Such a misfipprehension would have been startling 
in any writer. But it is keenly comical in the 
historian who e.specially undertook to portmy the 
social life of the times under his consideration. In 
proportion sis they have risen in wealth and aristo- 
cratic quality, our national clergy have experienced 
greater facility in securing well-born and affluent 
wives ; but there never was. a time when any con- 
siderable number of our hierarchy married such per- 
sons as the pungent caricaturist imagined. 

One of the most noteworthy consequences of 
clerical marriage was Dr. Assheton’s successful 
application to evils, resulting from death, of a sys- 
tem of insurance similar in principle to that which 
men of business had previously employed for miti- 
gating the calamitous consequences of fire and ship- 
wreck. There is no need to set forth in the present 
work the details of the Doctor’s rude scheme of Life 
Assurance, or the opposition which he encountered, 
from ignorant and contemptuous critics, before 
he induced the Court of the Mercers’ Company to 
give it a trial, which speetlily resulted in the es- 
tablishment of Life Assunmce Offices in the capitals 
of our united kingdoms. The particulars of that 
singular episode in commercial romance and social 
story have been stated elsewhere ^vith sufficient 
minuteness. But without incurring a chai'ge of 
egotism I may, at the close of this chapter on clerical 
VOL. II. F 
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maxriage, remind my habitual readers that oxir mo- 
dem system of Life Assurance was shown in my 
‘ Book about the Cler^ ’ to be distinctly traceable 
to the abolition of clerical celibacy. 
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CHAPTER V. 

LAY-MARRIAGES DURING THE COMMONWEALTH. 

A POPULAR error, which had its origin in the poli- 
tical animosities of the seventeenth century, causes 
many people to imagine that, throughout the Com- 
monwealth period, marriages were seldom or never 
solemnized in our pai'ochial churches. Some persons 
are even under the misconception that tlie legisla- 
ture of that changeful time expressly forbade wed- 
lock to be celebrated in the sacred edifices which the 
extrei^e Puritans were wont to call steeple-houses. 
The only foundations of fjict for these historic fictions 
are — that the Commonwealth legislators prohibited 
the use of the Anglican order for the solemnization 
of matrimony, together with the other services of the 
Common Prayer-book ; that they instituted a mode 
of civil marriage similar in spirit and piniiose to our 
modem mamages before lay-registrars ; and that for 
a few years they declared that no marriage should be 
valid which wsis not perfonned before a justice of the 
peace, in accordance with the measure for the regu- 
lation of marriages enacted by the Barebones Par- 
liament in the year of our Lord 1 G;j3. 

By this measure it was ordained that after Sep- 
tember 29, 16.‘53, all sj.K)uses desirous of fulfilling 
their promises of marriage should deliver to the 
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proper parochuU registrar or registrars a statement 
of their purpose, together with all requisite parti- 
culars of their names, places of abode, and, in case 
they Avere under the age of twenty-one years, of the 
names of their pai-ents, guardians, or overseera On 
receiving proper instructions, the registrar of mar- 
riages was required to publish the banns, of persons 
designing to intermarry, in the church or chapel of 
the parish of each spouse, on three several Lord’s days 
after the Morning Service, or else in the market-place 
of the nearest market-town on three seveml market- 
da vs, between the hours of elcA’en and two. Hoav 
barms were pvrblished in the public meeting-places 
of farmer’s aird cattle-dealers, in crnnpliarice with this 
last-named provision, has been de.scr’ibed in a pre- 
A’ioirs chapter of this work. 

Having duly publi.shed the banns of the cmrple 
about to intermarry, the registrar was directed by 
the stutirte to give them a cer’titicate, which they 
carried to some justice or justices ef the f>eace of 
their town <.ir neighbour hoiKl, who fnithwith declared 
the marriage lawful artd complete, after carrsing the 
spoirses to join hands and exchange the binding 
promises.* The groom was r’eqrtir-ed to make his 

^ An oM nuiiibcr of the Mientlemtiii’s Mai^azine * contains 
the followin;: eertificato of a lay-niarriaj^e, solemnized in 1054: — 
‘Southern. Fontsrnueh as Leonard Stacey, of Stnithfield Saye, in 
this (M^untie, husbandman, and Joane Grantham, of the same, 
spinster, have, this present day, to me come before rnce, and rnado 
it appear, that there hatli byn due jiublication made in the pariah 
of Strathfieldsayc aforesaid, three several L(>r<r8 Dayes, of an 
intended marriage between the said Leonard Stacey and Joane 
Grantham, there appearing no objection then nor since against 
the same ; and whereas the said Leonard Stacey and Joane Grant* 
ham have now, in the presence of God, before mec, and these wit- 
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promise thus : ‘1, A. B., do here in the presence of 
God, the searcher of all hearts, take thee, C. D. for 
my wedded wife ; and do also, in the presence of 
God and before these witne.sse.s, promise to be to thee 
a loving and faithful husband.’ The bride responded : 
‘ I, C. D., do here* in the pre.sence of God, the .searcher 
of all hearts, take thee, A. B., for my wedded hus- 
band ; and do al.so, in tlie ]>re.sence of" God and 
before these witnesses, promise to be to thee a 
loving, faithful, and obedient wife.’ She promised 
to be an obedient wile ; but no degrading engage- 
ment to nerve lier liusband, i.e. to be his slave, was 
extorted from lier. 

The Barebones Parliament declared that this 
ceremony before the civil magistrate was requisite 
for the vjdidity of tlie civil contract ; but its mem- 
bers were not so foolish as to forbid the bride and 
groom, together with their friends, to say their 
prayera, eitlier before or after the secular rite, at 
church or at home, and entreat the Almighty to 
bless their union. In the majority of Ciises the 
wedding was religiously solemnized in church, after 
or before the performance of the purely civil athrma- 

uosscs, hereunto subscrilKJcl, mutually anti sttlomnly enjrajrcd to 
perform each to other the particular obligations of niitrriajre, as 
directed by the late Act of Parliament coucemiiifr marritij^es, Ac. ; 
These, therefore, do certify all jtersons whom it may concern, 
that, by virtue and authority of the said Act unto moe jiivcn, one 
of the justices of the jieacc within this countio, 1 tlo hereby tieclare 
and pronounce the said Leonard Stacey and Joane tlninthimi to 
bo husband and wife, from this tymc fiwward. In testimony 
whereof I have hereunto put my hando and scale, this second d.ay 
of October, in the ycarc of our lami 1G54. Fm. Tiluey. — Wit- 
nesses hereunto, Oliv. St. John, Win. Thayre, Edw. Payne, John 
Abory.’— Fitfe 'Gentleman’s Magazine.' 
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tion in the magistrate's parlour, the sacred celebra- 
tion being effected in accordance with the instruc- 
tions of the ‘ Directory for Public Worship/ • It is, 
moreover, especially deserving of attention that, 
whilst the law of the Ci>mmon wealth period never 
forbade matrimony to be celebnited in the churches, 
it did not persist in requiring the observance of the 
secular form for more than three yeaiu When the 
Protectors Parliament, in the yeai* 16o6, conlinned 
the marriiige law of the BarelH)nes Assembly, it 
excepted from confinnation the clause, ‘ That no 
other marriage whatsoever within the Common- 
wealth of England shall be held or accounteil a 
legal marriage/ 

♦ Tlie matrimonial scnace appcnntod hy the * Directory * con- 
eistetl of a solemn prayer by the ofticiatiug minister, an extene 
pf»re declaration made by the sjune |>erH*>n of the ends of marriage, 
and an exhortation to the bride and bridejrroonn followed by join- 
ing of hands (w ithout the use of the ring) ami exchange of pro- 
mises. ‘After s<»lemii charging,' says the ‘Director}'/ ‘of the 
persons to lx; married, l>efon; the great (hxl, who searchoth all 
hearts, and to whom they mu.Ht give a strict account at the last 
day, that if either of them know any cause, by precontract or 
otherwise, why they may not lawfully proceed to marriage, that 
they now discover it ; the minister (if no im|x*diment be acknoiv- 
ledged) shall cause, first, the man to take the woman by the right 
hand, saying these words; “I, A/., doe take thee to be roy 
married wife, and doe in the presence of (hxl, and Ixjfore this 
congregation, promise and covenant to be a loving and faithful 
husband unto thee, untiil God shall se{>anitc us by death,** Then 
the woman shall take the man by the right hand, and say these 
words : “ I, doe take thee, if., to 1x3 my married husband, and 
I doe, in the presence of God, and before this congregation, pro- 
mise and covenant to be a loving, faithful, and obedient wife unto 
thee, untill God shall separate us by death,** Then, without any 
further ceremony, the minister shall, in the face of the congregsr 
tion, pronounce them to be husband and wife, according to God*s 
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After the necessity for the secular rite had been 
thus removed, the spouses of the seventeenth century 
often preferred, for the sake of additional security 
in unsettled times, to be twice married, — once by 
the magistrate, and once by the minister. An 
instance of this procedure is recorded in one of 
the parish-registers of St. Giles’s in the Fields,* an 
entry in which book certifies that after their inarriage 
in church by Dr. William Jervis, Robert Le Wright, 
Esquire, of the Middle Temple, and Miss (or ‘Mistress,’ 
as spinsters were then termed) Gratiana Jenkins, 
were remarried by the civil process before John, Lord 
Berksted, the Lord-Lieutenant of the Tow'er of 
London. There were, perhaps, especial reasons for 

ordinance ; and so ctmclude the action with prayer to this effect.* 
— Vide * The Directory for Public Worship.* 

* ‘Robert Le Wright, of Middle Temple, London, Esq., and 
Mrs. Gratiana, dau. of the Lady Dorothy Jenkins, aliae Baleham, 
of the parish of St. Giles-in-the-Fields, Midx., had their purpose 
of marriage entd. on the 2l8t of this month, and were therin 
published in the p'h ch. of St. Giles-in-the-Fields afsd., i.e, on the 
4th, 11th, and 18th of this inst month ; and had their marriage 
celebrated by William Jervis, D.D., in the presence of the afore- 
said Lady Dorothy Jenkins of this parish, mother of the said 
Mrs. Gratiana, and in the presence of Mrs. Jane Chelsham, wife 
of John Chclshom, of Kingston-upon-Thames, Esq. ; and in the 
presence of Elizth., wife of Richa^ Baddesley, of St Dunstan’s- 
in-the-West, London, Gent, and of Margaret, wife of John Shel- 
rack, of this parish, yeoman. And that also the said marriage 
between the parties alxive-saide had its consummation before 
John, Lord Berksted, Lord>Lieutenant of the Tower of London, in 
p’suance and dir*on of the Act of Parliament in that case made 
and decided, before and in presence of Sir John Sedley, of the 
County of Kent, Kt. and Bart. ; and in the presence of Lady 
Frances del Hare, and the said Mrs. Jane Chelsham and others, in 
the Tower of London.* — Vide * Parish Register of St. Giles*8-in- 
the-Fields for the year 1658.* 
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the caxe thus taken to place the ^'alidity of this 
marriage beyond question. Or, it may be, that the 
groom, being a lawyer, entertained a la%vyer’8 dis- 
trust of the sufficiency of the new regulations for the 
solemnization of wedlock, and was therefore bent on 
being able to declare at any future })eriod that his 
marriage, however irregular in the opinion of rigid 
Episcoptilians, had been celebrated with aireful 
attention to all the provisions of existing law. 
Tlie parochial registers of Croin well’s time often affoixl 
indications of prevjilent doubt res|>eeting the validity 
of mairiages performed in accordance with the purely 
civil provisions of the Commonwealth parliaments. 

A noteworthy record of publications of banns for 
another important mamage, that ttK>k jilace in 
November, 1G57, may be found in the register of 
St. Martin ’s-in-the- Fields. In that month the Right 
Honourable Lady Frances Cromwell, of St. Martin ’s- 
in-the-Field.s, joined hands with the Honounible 
Robert Rich of St. Andrew’s, Holborn, after their 
intention t<j become man and wife hiwl been duly 
proclaimed on three several Lord’s days in the 
church, or meeting-ljou.se as it wa.s then more 
generally termed, of the lady's parish. And on the 
day following the last of the three jjublications, the 
parochial registrar of marriage, Mr. William Williams, 
certified * that the spouses had complied with the 

* ‘ These are to certifio whom it may coucenjo that, according 
to the late Act of Parliament, cntytuled an Act touching Mar- 
riages, and the registering thereof, Ac., publication was made in 
the pnblique meeting-pliicc, in the parish church of the parish of 
Martin’s-in-the-Fields, in the county of Middlesex, upon three 
several Lord’s Days, at the close of the Morning Exercise, namely, 
upon the xxv day of October, MDCLVIL, ns alsoe upon the i 
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requirements of the new Marriage Act. In com- 
pliance with the fashion of the day, and with the 
conscientious scruples of the ruling powers, Mr. 
Williams, making no reference in the entry to St. 
Martin’s saintly worth and title, styled his parish 
‘ Martins-in-the-Fields.’ 

Whilst seriou-s folk of both sexes criticised the 
new mode of matrimony, and argued warmly “about 
the conveniences and disadvantages of lay-marriage, 
the wits regiu'ded the novel airangements as fit 
subjects for saucy badinage. C)ne hoped that, the 
justices having undertaken to su}>ervise matrimonial 
bargains, there would be an end of cheating in love- 
afiaus. Another remarked that, since marriasre and 
hanging wei’e proverbially said to go by destiny, the 
guarduins of the gallows-tree were the fittest possible 
priests of the hymeneal tdtiir. Skilful in fitting their 
fellow-creatures with hempen neckcloths, the magis- 
trates would be no less adi’oit in binding poor fools 
with the manacles of wedlock. Smithfield marriages 
having become universally fashionable, a third satirist 
suggested, it was right that matches should be 
arranged in the public market-places. ‘ Ay,’ added a 
fourth wag, seasoning his satire with profiinity, ‘ and 
right, too, that the buyers and sehei-s should be 
turned out of the Temple.’ All which cuiTent 

and viii day of November following, of a marriage agreed upon 
between the Honourable Robert Rich of St. Andrew’s, Holborne, 
^d the Right Honourable the Lady Fmicea Cromwell of Martins- 
in-tho-Fields, in tho county of Middlesex, all which was duly per- 
formed according to tho Act, without exception. In witnesse 
whereof 1 Imvo hereunto set my hand the ix day of November, 
MDCLVII. WUliam Williams, Register of Martins-in-the-Fields.’ 

‘ Register of St Mortin’s-in-Ficlds for tlie year 1657.’ 
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pleasantries were reproduced in the squib against 
* lay-marriages,' which Richard Flecknoe published 
in his ‘ Diarium ’ (1656). To Flecknoe, who regarded 
the revolutionary troubles of the age as punishments 
awarded* to the English nation for its sin in rebelling 
against the Pope, marriages perfonned without the 
intervention of priests seemed nothing better than 
prodigies of blasphemous insolence ; but he was too 
prudent a fellow to denounce with violence these 
latest contrivances of Satan. Moreover, his politico- 
religious sentiments combined with his prudence to 
make him humorously tolemnt of the fantastic im- 
pieties* that would, he imagined, sooner or later 
drive a penitent people back to the true faith. 

On Charles the Second’s restoration the par- 
liamentarian mode of celebrating marriages was 
relinquished, and the justices of the peace were 
relieved of the duties which they had discharged 
towards spouses during the suppre&sion of episcopacy. 
In their ignorance of the common law respecting 

* On the Justices of Peaces mf thing Marriages and crying ilt^ 
in the Market : — 

‘ Now just as *twa8 in Saturn’s reign, 

The Golden Age is returned again, 

And Astrea again from heaven is come 
When all on earth by Justice is done. 

Amongst the rest we have cause to be glad, 

Now marriages are in markets made ; 

Since Justice we hope will take order there, 

We may be cousoned no more in our ware. 

Besides, each thing would fall out right, 

And that old proverb be verified by’t. 

That marriage and hanging go together. 

When Justice shall have disposing of either. 
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contracts of marriage, and under their conviction 
that all transactions effected during the Interregnum 
by the so-called usurpers were necessarily devoid of 
legality, the advisers of the restored sovereign lost 
no time in procuring a legislative enactment (12 
Car, II. cap. 33 ), which, legalizing things unques- 
tionably lawful, declared the validity of all ‘mar- 
riages by justices of the peace since the -1st May, 
1642 , or marriages perfonned according to the 
direction or true intent of any Act or Ordinance, or 
reputed Act or Ordinance, of one or both Houses of 
Parliament, or of any Convention sitting at West- 
minster, under the name, style, or title of a Par- 
liament.’ 

Nor may it be imagined that, during the 
abeyance of episcopacy, no marriages were solemnized 
in accordance with the Matrimonial Office of our 
Book of Common Prayer. The law prohibited the 
use of the Book, but some of its forms were ob- 
served by not a few of the Presbyterian ministers, 
who, in their secret attachment to prelatic ordinances, 

Let parsou and vicar then say what they will. 

The custom is good (God continue it still) ; 

For marriage being now a traffique and trade. 

Pray where but in markets should it be made 1 

'Twas well ordained they should be no more 
In churches or chai)clB, then, as before ; 

Since for it in Scripture, we have example, 

How buyers and sellers were driven out o’ th’ Temple. 

/ Meantime God bless the Parliament 

In making this Act so honestly meant ; 

Of these good marriages God blcsse the breed, 

And God blesse us all, for was never more need.’ 

• Vtde Flecknoe’s ‘ Diarium.’ 
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leamt the words of the forbidden services by heart, 
and, whilst delivering them to their congi-egations 
without the assistance of printed jMiges, were sup- 
posed to be uttering extempore prayers. The more 
educated laymen, who detected the pious fraud of 
these divuies, either from sympathy A\'ith their politico- 
religious upinii>ns or from a spirit of peaceableness, 
seldom occasiuned any trouble to the reverend viola- 
tomofa novel law. Moreover, so long jus they l)e- 
haved without outward orderliness, and were not sus- 
pected uf active sedition against the existing govern- 
ment, the Royalist clergy ooulil in most parts of the 
countrvread the Praver-book to small coni;re<ration8, 
assembled in private houses, without incinring the 
legal penalties of their virtuous misdemeanottr. 
Whilst this tolerance was exhibited by the nding 
powers to conscientious members of the ju'oscribed 
Church, Royalist spouses were wont to celebrate their 
marriages privately with the Prayer-book and ring, 
after going through the form — the imjrious mockery, 
as they deemed it— of lay-marriage. When the 
Reverend George Brtll, .srrbsequently Bishop of St. 
David’s, married during the Interregnum Bridget 
Gregory, dairghter of the Jteverend Alexander 
Gregory, inerrmbent of Cirencester, the nuptial cere- 
mony was performed by the Reverend William 
Masters, vicar of Preston, with the book and the ring, 
— ^though the law forljade the use of the former, and 
the Pre.sbytery adjudged the latter to be a foolish and 
impious contrivance. Even Puritans, for the sake of 
temporal security, sometimes used at their marriages 
the book and the bauble, whilst holding both of them 
in abhorrence. As we have already seen, that 
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zealous Assembler, the Reverend Stephen Marshall, 
of Finchingfield, Essex, married his daughter with 
book and ring, rather than leave the validity of her 
wedlock open to question at some future time. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

TAXES ON CELIBACY. 

On hearing, in December 1834, that Thomas Robert 
MaJthus, autlior of the ‘Essjiy on Population,’ had 
recently died at Bath of a disease of the heart, a 
gentlewoman remarked seriously to her informant,-— 
‘ Indeed I A di.sease of the he4'irt ? 1 am not sur- 

prised to hear it.’ More than thirty-five years liad 
elapsed since the politicid wTiter had published his 
demonstration of the baneful residts of improvident 
matrimony ; and he wits still regarded by the imijo- 
rity of simple and kindly folk jus the malignant de- 
famer of wedlock and the monstrous enemy of 
domestic virtue. From time immemoriid the people 
of our wealthier chusses had been IVItdthusians in 
practice, asserting that young spouse.s should not 
presume to many on insufficient means, and having 
proper regard to ecom»mical considerations in mar- 
rying one another, and in jjroctiring matches for their 
children. Folk-lore had taught, by various prudent 
maxims, that no couple should rmirry without a house 
wherein to tarry. But when the msin of accurate 
science put down precisely in black and white the 
rules which cautious persons in our higher ranks had 
steadily acted upon throughout successive centuries, 
and deliberately proved by statistics the excellence 
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)f those rules, good society, with piquant and charac- 
<eristic inconsistency, declared him a profligate 
vretch and heartless monster. 

In justice to the economist’s de&mers, it must be 
idmitted that their disapproval of the teacher, though 
strangely discordant with their practice, was more 
jonsistent with their preaching than it at first sight 
appeared to be. In enjoining lovers to have a prudent 
forethoughtfor the costly consequences of wedlock, they 
had always limited their coimsel to lovei*s with some 
reasonable pretensions to gentility, and had dmwn a 
broad line between spouses whose matrimonial im- 
providence would entail socisil degradation on them- 
selves or discomfort to their well-to-do relatives, and 
spouses whose humble condition left them at liberty 
to marry without care for their future fortunes or 
the dignity of their kindred. Prudence and self- 
restraint were virtues appropriate to lovers incapable 
of living with contentment like artisans and farm- 
servants, and belonging to families whose respecta- 
bility would be diminished by their poverty. Tlie 
case was altogether different with young people of 
the inferior classes, who shoidd be encouraged to 
increase and multiply, in order that the country 
shoidd have an abundance of toilers eager to do all 
kinds of ignoble work at ver}’’ low wages. 

In this respect the prosperous gentlefolk, who 
denounced Malthus for his immorality and heartless- 
ness, resembled the gentlefolk of former ages, who 
would have exclaimed against him no less loudly had 
he lived in their times, and disseminated his cor- 
rupting doctrines amongst their bold and virtuous 
peasantry. In the circles of the rich it was incum- 



78 


CHAPTER VI. 

TAXES OX CELIBACY. 

Ox hearing, in December 1834, that Thoma.s Robert 
Malthas, author of the ‘ Ess;iy on Population,’ had 
recently died at Bath of a disease of the heart, a 
gentlewoman remarked seriously to her informant, — ■ 
‘ Indeed ! A disease t>f the heart ! 1 am not sur* 

prisetl to hear it.’ More than thirty-five years had 
elapsed since the politic;il writer hail published his 
demonstration of the baneful results of improvident 
matrimony ; and he was still regarde<l by the majo- 
rity of simple and kindly tblk ;is the malignant de- 
huner of wedlock and the monstrous enemy of 
dome.stic virtue. From time immemorial the [)eople 
of our wealthier chusses luul lua-n M:dthusiuns in 
practice, jusserting that young spouses should not 
presume t<; inarry on insutlicient means, and having 
proper regard to economicjil eonsidwations in rnar- 
lying one another, ami in jirisairing niatche.s for their 
children. Folk-lore had tauglit, by various prudent 
maxims, that no couple shoid<l marry without a house 
■wherein to tarry. But when the man of accurate 
science put down jirecisely in black and white the 
rules which cjiutious ]>er.sons in our higher ranks Itad 
steadily acted upon throughout succeasivt! centime, 
and deliberately proved by statistics the excellence 



TAXES ON CELIBACY. 


79 


of those niles, good society, with piqtiant and charac- 
teristic inconsistency, declared him a profligate 
wretch and heartless monster. 

In justice to the economist’s de&mers, it must be 
admitted that their disapproval of the teacher, though 
strangely discordant with their practice, was more 
consistent with their preaching than it at first sight 
appeared to be. In enjinning lovers to have a prudent 
forethought for the costly consequences of wedlock, they 
had always limited their coxinsel to lovei-s with some 
reasonable pretensi(ms to gentility, and had drawn a 
broad line between spouses whose inatrimoniid im- 
providence would entail sociid degiiidation on them- 
selves or discondbrt to their well-to-do relatives, and 
spouses whose humble condition left them at liberty 
to marry without care for their future fortunes or 
the dignity of their kindred Prudence and self- 
restraint were virtues ajtj)ropriate to lovera incapable 
of living with contentment hke artisan.s and farm- 
sen'ants, and behmging to families whose respecta- 
bility would be diminished by their poverty. The 
case was altogether dift'erent with young people of 
the inferior cla.sses, who shoidd be encouraged to 
increa.se and multiply, in order that the country 
should have an abundance of toilers eager to do all 
kinds of ignoble work at very low wages. 

In this respect the prosperous gentlefolk, who 
denounced Molthus for his immorality and heiu’tless- 
nesa, resembled the gentlefolk of former ages, who 
would liave exclaimeil against him no less loudly liad 
he lived in their times, and disseminated his cor- 
rupting doctrines amongst their bold and vh'tuous 
peasantiy. In the circles of the rich it was incum- 



80 


BRIDES AND BRIDALS. 


bent on lovers to look before they leaped into matri- 
mony, since Providence and s<x!iety had designed 
spouses of their degree to enjoy themselves, and did 
not require them to .spend their lives in working 
laboriously and adding t4» the next generation of 
patient toilers. As for spou.ses in humble life, they 
might leap without looking, -and the sooner they 
jumped, the Iwttor it wa.s f..r the e**untry. This was 
the view of the rich bacheloi-s of Heniy the Eighth's 
time, who. whilst avoiding the eo.v(t.s t»f matrimony out 
of re<nird for their social crt*dit an<l the honoiir of 
their ancestral •houses,' thought marriage an excel- 
lent condition for plelu ian persons too |MMtr to sup- 
port their otlspriiig de<a-ntly. It was the view of the 
statesmen in old days, who had a share in the au- 
thoi'ship of our Pniyer-l>ook's Marri:ige-otlice, and of 
the learnefl Mr. Justiia- Illackstone. who. in the eigh- 
teenth centurs', could not eonlially ajiprove I»rd 
Hardwickf's Marriage Act. becaus*- it might t^md to 
re.Htniin the numerical increa.se of the |MMirer |>eople. 

‘ On the one hand.’ .•s»ys the learned judge, rejijK'ct- 
ing what he deemed a somewhat hurtful .stattito, ‘it 
prevente<l the elandestim- marriages of mim»rH, which 
are often a terrilile con.sequenee to tho.se private fami- 
lies wherein they happen. ( >n the other hand, re- 
straints ujion marriages, espechdly among the lower 
clas.s, are evwlently detrimental to the public, by hin- 
dering the iiicrea.se of the jH*oj>le.’ In other words, it 
was desirable to put re.straints on matrimony to pre- 
serve rich minors and their private familitfs from the 
inconveniences of premature atid Improvident wed- 
lock ; but for the sjike of the requisite increase of the 
people, especially amongst the lower orders, lovera 
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of humble degree shordd be encouraged to marry as 
quickly as possible. 

In proposing to stiraulnte matrimony and force 
onwards this desirable ‘ increase of the people ’ by 
putting a tax on bachelors, a writer of Henry the 
Eiighth’s time made a suggestion which, after the 
lapse of more than a hundred years, was reproduced 
by social reformers, and adopted by the l^;islature of 
William the Third's time. 

William of Orange had succeeded to the three 
kingdoms which his father-in-law surrendered for the 
sake of a mass, and he was fighting several adversaries 
with a miserably insufficient revenue, when a Person of 
Quality — the father, perhaps, of the highly-qualified 
Sophia — produced a pampldet* (A.t>. 1690 ), in which 

• ‘ Ljcurjnis/ sftvs this Person of Quality, ‘ amongst his laws to 
the Spartans, eiijoyned this for one, — That they who lived un* 
married and childless should l»c debarred from all 8[.K>rU, and 
forced to go naked in the winter alnuit the market-place. . . . 

Another law of the Heathens is that of Plato, — That he who 
would not marry b}' the age of thirty-five, should be punished in 
purse and credit, as is easily enforced amongst us, as *tis by our 
owTi constitutions to impose fines on a man who refuses to serve 
his ceuntiy in civil employments, as to give attendance on anirts, 
either as evidence or juror, when lawfully summoned. It may 
indeed at first be thought (as all new restraints are) a severe 
imposition, to be debjirred from the lil>erty of our forefathers, or 
to secure it by a mulct ; but if we consider the many im}>ositions 
of late years laid upon us, and those by exjHjrience found to be 
of signal advantage to the country, and of ease to the nation, 
by pecuniary punishments inflicted upon 8\ich who will not be 
conformable to such laws as the parlitunent shall think fit to 
enact in this case, as there is now to tuiy other finable offence ; 
nor win this be thought more grievous and foreign, than some 
other laws of new institution amongst us ; that person would 
perhaps have incurred some danger, who should have i^roposed 
an hundred years ago, that we should put a tax upon eveiy quart 
VOL. IL G 
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it was urged that celibacy should be regarded. as a 
luxuiy, and like other luxuries — indeed, for that 
matter, like several of the prime necessaries of life — 
should be made a subject of taxation. A large re- 
venue might be raised for the needs of the coimtiy 
i>y a tax laid on l)aclielors, whose avoidance of wed- 
lock was prejudicial to the nation, whilst it rendered 
them more able thsui married men to contribute largely 
to the public pui-se. At tirst sight it might appear 
imjust to require men to pay for the enjoyment of 
a natural right ; but the exche<jiu‘r wjis chiefly re- 
plenished by payments rendered by honest citizens 
for permission to exercise what were <piite as de- 
serving to be Cidled natural rights Jis the j)rivilege 
of living in singleness. Men had a natural right to 
consume the meats and drinks most agreeable to their 
palate.s and conducive to their health ; but the Law 
did not hesitate to attach in a variety of cases to 
this right the disjigreeabl** necessity of paying immey 
to the tax-gatherer. It was well for the countiy, 
which required its j)eople to be nuiscular and full of 
spirit, that men .should drink beer ; but still the 
legislature had decid<?d that no child of toil might, 
at his owm cost, drink a cpiart of ale, without at the 
same time paying a trifle into the national rnoney- 

of beer which we drank, and that a HcandalouH vnli't ahould have 
power at any liour of the nif,dit, witlioiit any warrant, or |>roccw, 
hut that of hia jdeaHurt', to acarch every room in the houac, and 
if refused, aevere j)enaltic.s to eUKHe : yet thia is Ixjth done and 
found needful.’ — Vide ‘ Marriage I’roinotvd, in a Discourse of its 
Ancient and M<xlem Practice, Imth under Heathen and Christian 
Commonwealths. Together with the Laws and Kneouraf^ents 
for its Observance, and how far the like may be practicable and 
commodious in the Preservation of these Kingdoms. By a Penon 
of Quality. 1G90.’ 
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box. What proposal, then, could be more reasonable, 
and accordant with legislative precedents, than a 
scheme to tax the enjoyments of celibacy, which, in- 
stead of contributing to the welfare of the realm, 
affected the commonwealth injuriously? . 

The quickness with which the Government 
adopted tlie suggestion warnints a suspicion that 
the Person of Quiility was a vTiter in the ministerial 
service, and Inul received instructions to prepare the 
public mind for the fiscal experiment. Anyhow, the 
scrilje 8 counsel becjune the law of the land as soon 
as politicians had Ix^n allowed time to familiarize 
themselves witli a notit*n which, on its first promul- 
gation, wsis regarded as nothing better than the 
fanciful project of an essayist. In 1 695 Parliament 
laid a heavy annual t4ix on bachelors and childless 
widowers, by a measure that also placed lighter im- 
posts on birth, marriage, and death. 

By this law, which remained in force for several 
years, a human creature was required to pay a toll 
at life’s gateway on entering, and agiiin on quitting 
existence. As the heir-apparent of a dukedom lay 
in his gilded cradle, the tax-gatherer came down 
upon him — or, to speak precisely, on his noble father 
— for a contribution of 30Z. to the public piuse, over 
and above the two shillings required of ever)' father, 
not receiving alms, on the birth to him of a new 
child. The plain gentleman, on every addition to 
the number of his progeny, was required to jiay the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer twenty-two sliillings. 
The father whose degree had no savour of gentility, 
and whose means, though removed from absolute 
poverty, did not exceed a yearly income of bOl., or 



84 


BRIDES AND BBIDAm 


personal estate of 600Z., had to pay the State ten 
shillings for every fresh arrow put into his quiver, in 
addition to the two shillings universally levied on 
every infant bom to a father who was not an actual 
recipient of alms. According to his degree, every 
&ther, from the duke to the petty tradesman, with 
6001L of money or goods in hand, was boimd to pay 
a penalty for his indiscretion in promoting under his 
own roof ‘the increase of the people.' They were 
hard times for fathers of newly-bom children, espe- 
cially for fathers of recently-invented twins, when, in 
addition to all the other costs attendant on the arri- 
val of another ‘ little stranger,’ they hatl to pay some 
pounds or shillings to the tax-gatherer for every fresh 
infant as.signed by fate to their parental care. 

The taxes on marrisige were considerable. The 
duke could not lead his bride from tlie altar with- 
out incurring an obligation to pay tlie State 50l. 2a 6d. 
If the Archbishop of Canterbury condi^scended to 
wedlock, the price paid to the Cliancellor of the 
Exchequer for his indulgence in self-abasement was 
50l. 2s. 6(Z. The right of marriage was purchasable 
ty a baronet for I5l. 2s. Gd. A plain gentleman paid 
a tax oi\l.2s.Gd. when he joined hands in church 
with his selected spinster. Common persons paid 
a nuptial impost of half-a-crown. 

But though the rates of the marriage-tax were 
high, they were very moderate in comparison vrith 
the imposts laid on celibacy. If a man’s one mar- 
riage-tax is regarded in the light of a composition 
for the annual payments attached to his previous 
celibacy, the compounder purchased immunity from 
the yearly payments on advantageous terms. On 
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bis wedding-day tbe duke paid 50Z. 2«. 6d, and 
throughout his duchess’s life escaped the impost on 
celibacy, which to dukes above twenty-five years of 
age was \2l. 10«. per annum, over and above the Is. 
per annum universally levied on all bachelors and 
childless widowers not receiving alms. An arch- 
bishop paid 1 2Z. 1 Is. ; a bishop, 5Z. Is. ; a dean, 2Z. 1 Is. ; 
a canon or {>rebendary, 13s. 6J. ; a doctor of divinity, 
law, or physic, iZ. Is. ; a gentleman,' ‘ or reputed 
gentleman, owning or writing himself such,’ 6s., for 
every year that he pjissed as a bachelor or childless 
widower after comjdeting his twenty-fifth year. 

But if the newly - miurieil man congratulated 
himself on escaping the celibatic tax on easy terms, 
a quick coining of babies to his nursery soon taught 
liim that, so far as his liabilities to the tax-gatherer 
were concerned, he had far better have remained 
single. The ‘ gentlemim or reputed gentleman,’ with 
ten children on his hands at the tenth amiiversary 
of his wedding-day, August 1, 1706, had paid in 
marriage-tax and birth-tiix 12Z. 2s. 6c/., the annual 
interest of which sum would have more than paid 
his yearly bachelor’s tjix once and again. 

Every bachelor or childless widower, not receiving 
alms, was at least liable to an annual tax of one 
shilling, which, if he were a servant, was deducted 
from his wages by hk employer or employers, and 
paid to the appointed collector of public dues. By 
the Act 8 & 9 Will. III., ‘ For making good the 
Deficiencies of several Funds therein mentioned,’ the 
legislature renewed these imposts on births, mar- 
riages, deatlxs, and imsculine celibacy, and ordained 
that theyshould continue to be paid till August 1, 1 706. 
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It is creditable to the gallantry and justice of 
the legislature of WUliam the Third's time that it 
exempted womankind from the incidence of the ta.x 
on celibacy. Widows, it appeared to our members 
of Parliament, were always on the alert to re-marry, 
unless they had arrived at a time of life when their 
marriage would not further the chief jwlitical ends 
of matrimony. As for the sjiinstei's, it w’jus no less 
obvious that the comparative stagnation of the 
marriage-market was in no degi*ee attributijble to 
them. The inconveniences of solitariness, and the 
prospect of being thiouied to lead apes m the next 
world, caiised them to he proj>ei’ly desirous of wed- 
lock.* Moreover, with the exception c»f a few rich 
widows and a rcr// few atihient spinstere, the un- 
nuirried ladies of the countr}- were so poor that it 
would have Wen birbarous to diminish their slender 
means by taxing their singleness, even if they could 
have avoided it. 

The Siime generation of our ancestors that 
applauded the wisdom of Parliament in taxing 
bachelors and widowers, produced se^■e^.d remarkable 
associations for providing against the costs of wed- 
lock and its usual consefpjences. l)r. Aasheton's 
scheme of Life A.ssurance no sooner ju'omised to be 
permanently useful, in spite of it.s several ghiring 
defects, than its success, besides culling into ex- 

* The Maid in the ‘ Poeticfil llhjijtHtxly ’ 

‘ I marriage would forawtar, hut that I hear men tell 
That she tliat dies a maid must leful an af>e in hell. 
Therefore if Fortune come, I will not mock and play, 

Nor drive the bargain on, till it Ihj driven away. 

Titles and lauds 1 like, yet ratlicr fancy can 
A man that wantoth gold, than gold that wants a mm** 
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istence several companies for the insurance of lives, 
encouraged a number of speculative imitators to 
start co-operative clubs, designed to furnish its 
unmarried members with material aid for the com- 
fortable perpetration of matrimony. The projectors 
of these absurd Marriage Clubs and Baptism Clubs 
invited persons to invest money in them in provision 
for the expenses of matrimony. Every bachelor, on 
joinuig an ‘ As.sociati<»n of Insurance against Mar- 
riage,’ * paid t<» its funds a sinall sum (siiy 2.s‘.) for 
a policy, and the same sum towards the maniage 
of every member of the fraternity actually guilty 
of wedlock. In return for these payments, when 
love and prudence decided him to take a conjugal 
partner, he received the chief part of 2.v. paid for 
his good by every member of the fraternity, from 
which, on his marriage, he retired. Thus a cun- 
ning gentleman, in the week before his appointed 
wedding-day, might join a maiTiage-club, pay his 

♦ London Newspajions of the year ITIO contained the follow- 
ing mlvcrtiscnient of the Hole (snbscHjucntly liolt ) Court Society for 
Matrimonial Insurance : — • At the Office of Insunineo on Marriage, 
in Hole Court, Fleet .Street, any i>erson by paying 2*. for a i>olicy, 
8tam|)8, and entrance, and 2«. b»wards eaeh marriage, until their 
own, may seeure to tlieiiiselves 200/. — Ten persons, for 

Al, 6«. by them jiaul reeeived alaive .‘llKt/. ; and two othei's in 14 
days will ri'ceive near 200/., and afUT that time each claim will 
amount to alH)ve 120/.. which will l>e daily im>re and more, till 
full, which sutficicntly shows the atlvantages of this office are 
much greater than any other of this kind pretend U>. .V giuieral 
meeting of the siibscrihers was held at Sadlers' Hiill, in t'heapskle, 
on Thursday, October the lOth, 1710, and second six Tnistees 
were added to the former, to whom sectirity is given, pursutmt to- 
the proposals, which may be had gratis at the office.* — Vid* Old 
Newspapers. 
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2& entrance-fee, contribute six or eight shillings 
towards the matrimonial happiness of three or four 
of his five or six hundred associates, and in the 
following week, upon his own marriage, be enti- 
tled to about 50/. from the co-operators, to whom 
he bade farewell, after a very brief and profitable 
connexion with them. One of these many mar- 
riage-clubs, which bubbletl the monej' out of the 
pockets of seveiiil hun(lre<ls of simpletons into the 
hands of a few knaves, wa.s advertistxl freely in the 
London papers of 1710, — the year that gjxve birth to 
the famous South Sea (Bubble) ('ompany, that burst 
ten years later, to the ruin of tlutiisands of miseralde 
families. 

Less absunl in their aims and means for achhv- 
ing them, the ‘Baptism Ofiiex*s' long survived the 
Marriage Clubs, and giive ri.se to a particular kind of 
insurance busitiess, which .sounder a,ssociation.s tnins- 
acted in later time with benefit to tbemstdves and 
their client.s. The niembei's of the Bapti-sm tiulw 
were for the most part marned jn-rsons, but they 
comprised a minority of liachelors who, with a 
puqxose to marry and in antiei|)ation of the usual 
coasequences of wedlock, laid joimsl a society e«tiil>- 
ILshed to enable jiarents to provide for their ofispring. 
One of these clubs had its ollice at the ‘ Hand and 
Pen 'Tavern,* Ejirl Street, St. Oilcss-in-the-Fiehla, 

* ‘At the Ofticu of In«umiico ou Huptinin, at the llaml and 
Pen, in hdvrl Street, St, fillcnVin-the-Fieltls, any by 

2<. Cid. for a fHjlicy, Rtaiii[>H, ainl entrance^ and 2 n, i\d, towards 
each infant baptized, until their own or the |KTHon h iitlatii on 
whom they autiRcrilje, will aecuru to them»elvoK 250/., if full (ur 
otherwiHC in pruj>ortion), the iiiterent of whieli m mUFicient to givu 
a child tt good cducatioiL* — Vide Old AdvertwemeatR, 
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and did business in tbe following manner: — The 
names of the co-operators were kept in a register 
accessible to subscribers. When a co-opeiutor, by 
.an addition to his progeny, was entitled to the 
. premium of insurance, the office, on the day of the 
in&nt's baptism, paid him 250/., and called on each 
of his fellow-contributories for 2s. Gd. Thus, whilst 
the subscribers who e.scajwjd the burdens-of paternity, 
or liad but few children, paid their money altogether 
or chiefly to the advant;ige of the co-operators who 
had a fresh intaut every year, tlie latter recovered 
their paynient.s to the iussociation, t<^gether w'ith a 
liberal iutere.st for outhiid money. Of coui*se, there 
is reason why iin association of this kind, comprising 
an adeipiate number of subscribers, and having 
proper regjird for risks arising from the default or 
fraud of its membei’s. should not be successful. 
But, unfortunately Ibr their honest contributors, the 
Baptism Clubs of (,)ueen Anne’s London, like many 
of the Mutual Aid Societies of later times, w'ere pro- 
jected by aiTaut swindlei-s, or by schemers altogether 
ignorant of the principles which control the opera- 
tions of scientific actuaries. 

Like the tax on bacheloi's and widow’s, the Mar- 
riage Clubs and Baptism Clubs of the eighteenth 
centuiy were commended by sociiJ critics in pre- 
Malthusian days as wholesome encouragements of 
matrimony in the social classes to whom the countiy 
was chiefly indebted for the needful gi’owth of popu- 
lation. For the sjime reason praise was bestowed 
on the care taken to promote marriages in the 
humbler classes by the benevolent squires and 
matrons who used to make up funds for endowing 
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poor girk with marriage-portiona More than a 
century since, one of these societies for helping needy 
spouses "onwards to their ruin was mentioned with 
approval by a writer in the ‘ Gentleman’s Magazine,’, 
who telk us how the ladies of Gloucester, in October , 
1761, celebrated George the Third’s wedding by 
subscribing a nuptial Iwunty for fi>ur poor maidens, 
each of whom received from her benefactresses 5/. 
on her wedding, together with a jtromise that she 
should have another hi., after the lapse of twelve 
months, if she completed her first year of married 
life ^\■ithout losing her good repute. 
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CURIOUS MARRIAGES. 

Ox the fifteenth day of February, in the eighteenth 
year of Queen Elizabetli’s reign, a singular wedding 
took place at Leicester between Thomas Filsby, a 
deaf and dumb man, and L'rsula Bridget, a hearing 
and tiilkative spinster. The Prayer-book requiring 
that the promises of marriage should be exchanged 
in spoken words, the clerical and civil authorities of 
Leicester were unable to say how the speechless 
person could be married to his spouse in a satis- 
factory manner. In their perplexity they applied 
for instructions to Thomas, Bishop of London, and 
Commissary John Chippendale, D.D., who disposed 
of the difiicvxlty by devising a maniage-service for 
dumb lovers. By their directions the matrimonial 
rite was performed, and Ursxila Bridget made the 
bride’s promises in the usual manner ; but the 
speechless groom dccliu’ed his desire and purpose 
by the following signs. Having first embraced 
Ursula with his arms, he took her by the hand, and 
put the nuptial ring on her finger. He then laid 
his right hand significantly upon his heart, and 
afterwards, putting their palms together, extended 
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both his hands to heaven. Having thus sued for the 
Divine blessing, he declared his purpose to dwell 
with Ursula till death should separate them, by 
closing his eyelids with his fingers, digging the earth 
with his feet, as though he wished to make a hole in 
the ground, and then moving his aims and body, as 
if he w’ere tolling a funereal beU. 

Another marrisige by signs, between a dumb 
groom and talkuig bride, was solemnized, Nov. 7, 
1618, at the church of St. James’s, Duke Place, 
London — one of the }>opidar churches for irregular 
marriages in the seventeenth and eighteenth cen- 
turies. The exceptionally Ciirefid record of this 
w’edding, in an old register of St. James’s Chmch, 
does not describe tdl the actions by which Thomas 
Speller, ‘ by trade a smith i>f Ilatlielde Broadoake, 
in the county of Rssex,’ declared his willingness t<» 
take for better or worse ‘ Sarah hlarle, daughter of 
John Earle of Great Paringdon, in the sjime countie, 
yeoman but it tells us that ‘ the dumb parties 
willingness to have the siime performed, ap|>eai'ed by 
his taking the Book of Common Prayer and his 
license in one hand, and liLs Itride in the other, and 
coming to Mr. John Briggs, our minister and preacher, 
and made the best signs he could, to show that he 
was willing to be married, which wjis then performed 
accordinglie.’ 

One would have imagined that marriages by 
signs of dumb j>er8on.s were too common, as they 
are at the present time, to attract B[>ecial atten- 
tion, or justify particular mention of their circum- 
stances. But the entry of Thomas Speller’s wedding 
in the register, and the pains taken by his friends to 
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satisfy themselves respecting the validity of the 
union, are evidence to the contrar} .* 

Even more curious, and in old time, perhaps, 
not more rare than these signal weddings, were the 
marriages of brides who appeared at church in a 
single long white garment. These unions had their 
origin in the popular and erroneous notion that the 
husband was not answerable for the debts of the 
wife who came to him thus insuflSciently clad, even 
as patient Griselda was clothed when she was turned 
out of her marquis’s palace. The reasoning which 
caused the error is obvioas. It being a legal doctrine, 
laid down in Bacon’s ‘ Abridgment,’ that a husband 
was answerable for his w'ife’s debts ‘ because he ac- 
quired an absolute interest in her personal estate,’ it 
was inferred by the populace that if he acquired no 
property w’ith her, he could not be compelled to 
satisfy the claims of her creditors. Hence it came to 
pass that now and then grooms of the rudest and 
stupidest kind, bent on securing themselves against 
one of the legal conseqtiences of marriage, insisted 
that their brides should, by their insufficient dress 
at the church-pirch, give a practical demonstration 
of their utter want of w'orldly wealth. Nor were 
these exhibitions of w'omen shivering in white 
sheets in the open air, like creatures doing penance 
in the public ways, peculiar to the qualified bar- 


• The registrar says, * And also the said Lord Chief Justice of 
the King's *Betich, as Mr. Briggs was informed, was made ac- 
quainted with tlie said marriage l>cforo it was solemnized and 
allowed it to bo lawful This nmrriago is set down at large, 
because we never Inul the like before.* — Vuk John Southerden 
Bum's ‘ History of Parish Registers.’ 
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barism of our feudal period. Both in London and 
our provinces such marriages now and then scan- 
dalized decent spectators so late as the earlier years 
of the eighteenth century. One of them is recorded 
in a parish register of Chiltem All Saints, Wiltshire, 
under date October 17, 1 71 4, and another took place 
on November 8, 1725, at Ulcomb, Kent. Mr. John 
Southerden Bum mentions another that occurred in 
the purlieus of the London Fleet some hundi'ed and 
fifty years since ; but tlie olfensive pnictice alto- 
gether disappeared in the earlier days of our Georgian 
period. 

Noteworthy, also, among the eccentricities of 
marriage, are those coinic^il unions in which one lady 
was at the latest moment .sid>stittited for another, 
either by mistake <tr design. The author t»f ‘The 
Levellers’ (t7(i3) mentions a Sull’olk clergyman, who, 
after persisting in eelibiicy till his fifty-first year, 
condescended to marriage with tlu; daughtt^r of a 
neighlKjuring gentleman. This gentlemanly neigh- 
bour had three marriageable daughtci-s ; and the 
studious divine, who had more care for Ijooks titan 
womankind, fixed what he w.ls ple;iswl to c;dl his 
afiections on the second in age of the three y'oung 
ladies. Wlien Sir Thoma.s More had fallen in love 
with the younger Miss (.'olt, of K.^si-.x, he tnuKsferred 
his regiird to the elder sister out of concern fi»r her 
feelings, which might have la'cn hurt had her junior 
sister been taken in wedhx,’k lM.*foro her. Giir 
Suffolk clergyman manied the ehlest, after gitining 
the goodwill of the .second sister, from motives Im 
amiable than the considerateness that actuated tile 
martyr-chancellor. The day appointed for the w'ed- 
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ding had come, and the second sister had donned 
the bridal chaplet, when it was discovered that the 
name of her elder sister had, through the groom’s 
mistake, been inserted in the license which he had 
procured from the nearest surrogate. What should 
be done ? It was imjK)ssible to get another license, 
so that the grmun might be linked to his spouse 
within the canonical houi-s <)f that day. Moreover, 
to get a fresh license w<oild involve the payment of 
more fees. It wsis a jiity that a document bought 
with good Tnoney should not l)e u.sed. Blushing 
slightly as he made his suggestion, the reverend 
groom declaretl his rea<liness, under the circum- 
stances, to many the elde.st .sister. Neither of the 
two sistem allected by this seasonable ofler making 
any objection to it. the jiropo.sil wiis forthwith acted 
ujKUi. The yoxinger of the two took from her head 
the 8yml>olical garland, and placed it on the crown 
of the older; and before the last of the canonical 
houis had e.xpired, the cierg}unan was securely 
wedde<l to the gentlewoman who thus goodnaturedly 
stepped into her sister’s sh«)e.s. 

The marriage was felicitous ; but ere the groom 
and his bride attained a condition of perfect conjugal 
harmony, he delivered her a homily on woman’s 
duty, wid she give him a timely lesson in good 
manners. On returning with her to his parsonage, 
the 8tudio\is clerg}’man told his wife that, domestic 
industry Inung one of a married woman’s prime 
obligations, he expected her always to be at some 
useful w'ork whilst he spent his time in scholarly 
labour. Having thus instnrcted her, he retired to 
his study, and passed the evening in writing a ser- 
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mon. With admirable dutifulness the lady, after 
unpacking some boxes, caused the parsonage to re- 
sotmd with the hum of her spinning-wheel. As he 
wrote, the pasUir delighted in the musical proof of 
her obedience. A few hours’ later, when they had 
supped, and the latly had retired to rest, the divine, 
on reclining himself by her side, opened a theolo- 
gical treatise, and was soon engrossed in its pages, 
^together forgetful of her presence. Witliout up- 
braiding him in Mrs. Caudle’s manner, or giving 
him any oral curtain-lecture, the lady corrected him 
adequately. Fortunately, her spinning- w’heel was 
within reach, and her memory recalled his order that 
she should work whenever he work<;‘<l. In miother 
minute the wheel was in full action, and whilst the 
bride spun her yam the .student lost the thread of 
his author’s argument. To his credit it is recorded 
that he took the reproof in good part, xmd never 
repeated his ottence. 

Another remarkable cjuse, in which a bride re- 
ceived the crown intendtsl for luiother, occurred 
towards the close of the last centurj’, in the days of 
elopements and Gretna-Green marrisiges. A singu- 
larly handsome French Jew, l>ent on making his 
fortune by matrimony, licwis John Marie Haussoul- 
her, resolved to annex t^> himself Miss Trist, the 
only daughter and heiress of the late Mr. Trist, 
formerly a tailor, csirrying on business in Surrey 
Street, Strand. The young lady was well-looking ; 
her fortune was 40,000h Her admirer b^d never 
seen her ; but he was in debt and luul heanl of her 
wealth. The information had also reached him that 
she was at Bath. Having dined vrith a few friends 
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at Richardson’s Coffee-house, Covent Garden, a fer 
shionable hotel eighty years since, the adventurer 
started by the night-rnail for the city of fashionable 
invalids, on January 18, 179G. On reaching Bath he 
went straight to Miss Trlst, with an introduction 
from tlie friend who lent him the money for the 
exjjedition. She quickly fell in love with him ; and 
as she wished for the Cclut of a ninaway match, he 
gratified her by carryuig her oft' to Scotland without 
her aunt's pennission. A few tlays after their union, 
the groom having jdluded joctwely to the tailor's 
business in Surrey Street, Strand, the bride assured 
him that neither she nor any of her most respectable 
family ha<l ever condescended to do aught with 
clothes hut to wear them. An explanation ensued, 
when her husliand discovered that she was, or nither 
had been, the wrong ]\Iiss Trist. The tiiilor’s daugh- 
ter w'as still a spinster at Bath ; but Miss Ellen Ash- 
ford Trist, formei'ly of Totnes, and daughter of a 
deceased country gentleman, had become Mre. Haus- 
soullier. Tlie fortune-hunter had missed the pigeon, 
but shot the crow. But, having a goixily fortune, 
she W’iis a crow worth the trouble of plucking. 
He did not w'eep over the mischance, or rather, 
let us say, over the accident, which accomplished 
the chief purpose of his journe}' to Bath. Poor Mrs. 
Haussoidlier lived to rejxjnt her northward trip with 
the suitor who came to her by mistake. Associating 
himself with the low’est blackguards of the tiuf, he 
squandered her pro|)erty and then killed her by 
unkindness. The last that one can lenrn of the 
fascinating Jew and unqualified scoundrel relates to 
VOL II. H 
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Ms connexion with the reprobates who poisoned the 
race-horses at Newmarket in 1811 . 

ITie annals of London in the last century afford 
some remarkable cases of reputed marriage, in which 
the groom was of the same sex as the bride. Two 
of the women, who thus played the part of men, 
assumed the male chanieter and attire in order to 
get possession of the profHjrty of their dupes; and 
one of tliese feminine hut most unwomaidy im- 
postors was pilloried in (.’heaj)side (July 1777), and 
imprisoned for six niojiths, after she had Injen proved 
at the Old Bailey to havi* married three different 
Avuinen, whom she had r<>hhed of their money and 
clothes, and then deserted within a brief time of the 
spurious marriages. 

Another still more singtdar :Lsstimption of the 
marital style and oftiee wa.s perjtetraled at Poplar, 
under circumstances that enal)hsl the personator to 
deceive the world for many years. In an early ye»vr 
of (ieorge the Secoiid’s reign, the hushiind and wife 
of this extraordinary imposture e.stahli.shed them- 
selves as landlord and lamllady of a puldic-housc in 
the before-Jnentioiie<I suburb of tin* ciipital. Their 
excellent rnanagenietit of their business drew profit- 
able customers to their tavern, .and caused them to 
stand well in the neighlxjurhood .-is prosj»tT«'»U8 and 
worthy persons. For no less than thirty-six years 
they lived together, thriving in tnide and preserving 
their secret from detection, wheti the wife sickened, 
and on her death-bed made a w'ill, btHjueathing to 
her relatives half of the three thousand pounds 
which she and her confederate laid amassed in their 
occupation. Shortly after making this testament, 
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which resulted in the disclosure of her peculiar re- 
lation to her reputed husband, the testator died. 
For a time the surviving impostor endeavoured to 
peiBuade the legatees under the will that it had been 
made by a person who, being a married woman, was 
unable to leave them the estate to which they sup- 
posed themselves entitled. The fact that she had 
made the will, and the terms in which it was drawn, 
proved that the testator was of unsound mind. For 
thirty-six yeai’s she ha<l been his wife, and as her 
widower he refused to giw them a single sixpence of 
what had never been her [property. In.stead of Ijeing 
put off by these representations, the legatees declared 
that they were convinced f>f their kinswoman’s com- 
petency to make a will, and tliat they would obtain 
their rights Ity legal pr«)cess if they could not get 
them by peacefid mean.s. The impostor wavered. 
Pressed by the impoi-tunate and inquisitive legatees, 
she confessed that she had never married her friend ; 
and admitted that her .sex had placed it l)eyond her 
power to many her. She stated also the circum- 
stances which had indiiced her and her confederate 
to begin their career of successful imposture. 

Disappointed in their love • affaire whilst they 
were still young women, they Inid vowed to live 
together in celibacy ; and to defend themselves 
against the addresses of masculine deceivers they 
had agreed to enact the j)art of a married couj>le. 
Having thus acknowledged her confederate’s com- 
petency to make a will, the pereonator satisfied the 
claims of the legatees, and ojntinued to carry on the 
business of the tavern. A writer in the ‘ Gentle- 
man’s Magazine’ (1766) says tliat, after surrender* 
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ing her confederate’s share of their savings, the 
spurious husband resumed the feminine garb, and 
‘ appeared to be a sensible, well-bred woman, though 
in her male character she luwl always affected the 
plain plodding alehouse-keeper.’ On this point, 
however, the writer of the ‘Gentleman's Magazine' 
appears to have been mistaken. For at a date con- 
siderably subsetpient to her confedeJiite's death she 
prosecuted at the Old Bailey a peraon wlio laid at- 
tempted to extort money from her by threatening 
to expose the falsity of her masculine apj)eanince. 
Pei’ha}>s she re.sumed her proper style and attire for 
a short time, and agiiin relimjui.shed them for the 
character and garb which luul served her purjwse for 
more than thirty-si.x years. " 

Though highly indecorous and unwomanly, the 
conduct of this sham husband involved no grave 
crime rendering her liable to legal punishment. It ap- 
pears nothing worae than harmle.ss eccentricity when 
it is contrasted with the e.xtraord inary fraud which 
a lady, the wife of a London merchant in George 
the Second’s reign, committed to the .serious injury 
of her husband. Taking advantage of the raer- 

♦ In the ei^litoerith century thrt.ne hin;;nhir an<l 
unions, in which the and hri«le were h^th t)f the ffentler 

sex, hceiii to have lieen less rare than re;:rar<l for the instincts and 
natural refinenicnt of womankind would cau.se us to itnngine* 
In his res<,*archcs in the Fleet Ke'.risterh Mr. J'Mdithenlen Bum cams 
upon records of three marriajres, in each (jf which the gmom was 
suspected to Ikj of the same ^'en<ler as the hride hy the officiating 
clergj’marL In one of these cases tlie suspicion was proved to ho 
just; and the clerj'yinan wlio did duty at the spurioua union 
wrote in his register, Oct 1, 1747, ‘The HUp|)ost‘d John Ferrers 
was discovered aft^jr y* cerenionie wxtc over to be in person a 
woman.’ 
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chant’s absence from town, this wonderful wife 
extracted from his escritoire a will which he had 
executed in her favour, and of which he had ap- 
pointed her to be sole executor. Having gained 
possession of this dwiiment, which demonstmted the 
strength of her husband’s aftection for her, and his 
confidence in her aptitude for business, she dressed 
herself in widow’s weeds, and went to Doctors’ 
Commons, where slie experienced no difficulty in 
proving the will. The testiiment was in every 
respect formal : the proctor whom she employed 
could identify her iis the testator’s wife, and the ap- 
pointed executor of his will. There was nothing in 
her conduct to rouse su.spicion, but much in her 
aspect and demeanour to excite a laAvyer’s chivalric 
sympathy. Probate of the will having been granted, 
the fair executor lost no time in selling all her hus- 
band’s stock in the public securities, and in crossing 
the Channel to a French port, where she was met 
by an admirer whom she had determined to take 
for her second hu.sband. A few weeks later, when 
the merchant returned to town from an expedition 
undertaken for the furthemnce of his business, he 
found himself wifeless and bankrupt. 

Another class of marriages, that may be regarded 
as amongst the eccentricities of wedlock, consists of 
unions which caused the contracting parties to stand 
to one another, and to each other’s near kindred, in 
relations of exceptional complexity. For instance, 
William Hone, in * The Table-Book,’ says of the 
wedding (1823) of Mias Sophia Bawden to Mr. R. 
Bawden of St. Day, Cornwall, ‘ By this marriage 
the father became brother-in-law to his son ; the 
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mother, mother-in-law to her sister ; the mother-in- 
law of the son, his sister-in-law ; the sister of the 
mother-in-law, her tlaughter-in-hiw ; the sister of the 
daughter-in-law, her mother-in-law ; the son of the 
father, brother-in-law to his inutljer-in-law, and 
unele to liLs brothel's and sisters ; the wife of the 
son, sister-in-law to her father-in-law, and aunt-in- 
law to her husband ; ami the otlspring of the son 
and his wife woukl be gnuulehihlivn to their uncle 
and aunt, and cousins of their liither.’ When Lord 
Dundreary has mastered all the ilitlieukies of this 
perplexing piece of family history, he may throw 
dtfy-light into the darkness resulting from the inter- 
marnages of tlie Ha woods atul l';ishicks of Kent. 
* It is related,’ siiys Hone, ‘that one Hawood had 
two daughtei's by his first wile, of which the eldest 
was miin'ied to Jiihn Cashick the son, and the 
youngest to John Cashick the father. This Cashick 
the father had a daughter by his first wife, whom 
old Hawood mamed. and by her had a son; with 
the exception of the former wife of ohl Ctishiek, all 
these pex'soiis were living at P’avei>>ham in February 
1650 , and his second wife could say a.s follows : — 

‘ My father is my son, 

And I am nir»thcr h mothfr ; 

My sister is my daughter, 

I am ^ramlmr*ther my bn>ther/ 

Of senile wedlock a remarkable instance lias 
been given in this work’s chapter on ‘Espousals,' 
and it would not be difficult to make out a long list 
of extremely old persons who have provoked ridicule 
and offended good taste by joining hands in ma* 
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trimony when they should, as the Irish say, have 
been intent ‘ on making their souls,’ One of these 
very unpleasant marriages was solemnized at Dublin, 
November 1764, between Bagnal Bentley, a tailor, 
said to have been in his ninety-eighth, and Catherine 
Sheppard, reputed to have Ijeen in her hundredth 
year on tlie wedding-day. Our learned antiquary, 
Mr. William J. Thoms, would perhaps have no diffi- 
culty in pnndng that the bride and groran were less 
antique than rumour declared them to lx*. But any- 
how they are instances in s»ip[)ort of the adage that 
declares the e.xtreme foolishne.ss of old fools. 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

CLANDESTINE AND OTIIEEWISE lEREOULAR 
MARRIACES. 


From the foregoing jiages of this work reatlers have 
learnt that what is onlinarily teniiod in this conntry 
the Scotch ]\larri:ige Law, — i. c. the law of North 
Britain respecting contr.icts of inamage in times 
prior to the enactment (»f the year 18.56, for the 
8uppre.ssion of iiregular matrimony, — prevailed in 
England as well as in S<*otland, until Lonl Iliuxl- 
wicke, in spite of the strong ami un.scrupulous opj)0- 
sition to his salutary reform, elfected his mea.sure 
for the sujtjiression of clandestine unions. 

Recognizing the purely civil origdn of marriage, 
the law — alike in Englaml and Scotland — jH’rshsted 
throughout our strictly feudal j)eriisl in discrimi- 
nating Ix'tween the secular agreement and the 
religious celehration, the earthly conijKict and the 
spiritual sacrament of matrimony. The Church pro- 
vided rules and rites for the solemniz{iti<m of the 
mutual consent and promi-ses of wedliK’k, and with 
the cordial approbation of tlu^ .secidar authorities 
corrected froward tind impious j)erHon8 who married 
without proper regjird for her injunctions. But the 
common law, keeping within its proper sphere, con- 
tinued to keej) the civil part of wedlock in view, 
and, looking at the proofs instead of the manner of 
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contact, to assert the validity of marriages that had 
not received the ecclesiastical benediction. Yet 
further, the Church herself, whilst punishing spouses 
for disobedience to her decrees respecting marriage, 
stoutly proclaimed the civil sufficiency of matrimony 
perfonned m sinful violation of her orders. The 
Catholic Church persevered in this course to a date 
subsequent to our reputliation of the Papal authority. 
It was at the Council of Trent that sHe for the first 
time declared the presence of a priest indispensable 
for the valid performance of marriage ; and in utter- 
ing the remarkable decree,* which declared the 
absolute nullity of all marriages henceforth solem- 

• The lan;ni'.»pe of tliis decree deserves the reader’s particular 
nttentiou. The earlier part (if its first chapter nins thus : — 
‘ Tiunutai dubitiiiuiuni non est, claiulestina inatrirnuuia, libero con* 
trahentiiuu consensu fueta, rata et vera esse matnmt»nia, quamdiu 
ccclosia ea in*ita non fecit ; et proinde jure damnandi sint illi, 
ut eos sancta svikhIus anathemate dainiiat, qiii ea vera, ac rata 
esse nepiiit ; quitpie falso uttlniiant, matrimouia a filiis familiaa 
sine consensu pareiitum contraeta, irrita esse, et pai'entes ea rata, 
vel irrita faccix' posse : nilulorniiius siiueta Dei ecclesia ex justis- 
siniis causis ilia soin]K'r detestata est, atquo prohibuit^ Venini, 
cum sancta svntxlus auimadvertat, prohibitioues illas, propter 
hominum inobedientiam, jam nou prodesse ; et gravia peccata per* 
pendat, quaj ex iisdem clandestinis conjugiis ortum ha bent : pne- 
sortiin vero comm, qui in statu damnationis |x.‘mnuient, (hun, 
priore uxore, cum qua clam coutnixerant, relictii, cum alia |mlani 
contrabimt, et cum ea in jX‘r|X'tuo adultcrio vivuut Cui malo 
cum ab ecclesia, (pue de occultis non judicat, succurri nou |x»S8it, 
nisi cfficacius aliquod remedium adhilK'utur ; idcirco, sacri Late- 
ranensis concilii sub Innoceutio 111. celebrati, vestigiis iuha'reudo, 
pnecipit, ut in |>o8terum, nntequam matrimonium contrahatur, ter 
a proprio contraheutium j>an>cho tribus continuis diebus festivis 
in ecclesia inter missarum solemnia publice deunucietur, inter quos 
matrimonium sit contrahendum : quibus dcnunciatiouibus factis, 
si nullum legitimum oppouatur impedimentum, ad oelcbratiouom 
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nized without sacerdotal assistance, she paused to 
anathematize the false teachers who declaimed the 
vanity and spuiiousness of profjine weddings here- 
tofore eflected withotit a priest in time previous to 
the promulg-ation of the new edict. 

In the alxsenco of statistics one cannot make 
even a conjecture as to the proportion borne by the 
irregular to the regular marriage.s i>f the feudal ages. 
But the reiterated onlers of the Church for the 
enforcement of her rules for the celebration of wed- 
lock, both by their number and language, show that 
clandestine or otherwise irregular weddings must 
have been fre({Uent in the <lays when the eccle.siastic 
authorities could not compel the univers;d obedience 
of the .secular clergy to the canons again.st clerical 
matrinamy. During the interval between the suj)pre8- 
sion of the earlier Lollardy an<l Henry the Eighth’s 


matrimonii in facie cccle.sin* ; ul»i |Kin»chiiH, viro ct 

muliere interro.:utiH, et eorma inutu»* constiniu iutcllccto^ Tcl 
dicat : vos in matriim»nit* c«mjunLO», ni nomine Piitria, i*t 

Filii, et Spirituii Sancti ; vel aJuH utatur verbia, juxta n^reptiim 
uniuiicujuii<|ue jiruviuciie ritum. *ii alxpuuulo pnibabilU 

fuerit JiiLnpici'*, miitrimonium iinj»e<bri m tot j)ra>- 

ces8oriiit denunciationeM ; tunc vd una tanturn deimnciatio Bat ; 
ve) Haltem parocho, et duobmi vel tribui t^^fftibiw pramuitibt24 mi^- 
trimonium celel)retur. iJciiule ante illiun conxummiitiunem dcuuti- 
ciationes, in ecc)e»ia iiant, ut, hi aliquii nulmunt im[K>dini<mtfi, 
faciliuH detegantur ; ni«i <*rdinanuH ijme ex)>cMlin^ judicaverit, ut 
prflDdicta; denunciationen rernittantur ; <hukI illiiiii pnideiitiie^ ot 
judicio Kancta bviukIuh relimptit Qui aliter, <|uani pa- 

rocho, vel alio sacerdote, de i|miuH parochci^ mcu onliiiarit ltcetiti% 
et duobus, vel tribiiM teatibiiH inatriinoniuin contralierc attenUt* 
bant : eoa sancta Hyiicxlus ad sic contraliendurn otnnino tnliabiles 
reddit ; et hnjuHcemodi contmetua irritoa^ et nulloii eime deoemiti 
prout eofi prscaenti docrcto Irriim facit, et aniiuliat'*— Fuife ^Can- 
oneti et Decreta Coucilii Tridcutini.' 
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death, — a period throughout which religious persecu- 
tion deterred prudent people from doing aught that 
was likely to cause them to lx; suspected of sympathy 
with heretics, — the forbidden marriages were, doubt- 
less, comparatively nire. But the religious commlsions 
of the liefonnatioii epoch and the jxditico-religious 
animosities of the seventt'enth century rendered 
them much more frequent than they had been even 
in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. Though 
tliey consented, from prudential motives, to attend 
the Sunday services of‘ the lleforrned Church, the 
more devout of EliiCJibeth's Catholic subjects, ha\'ing 
reverential regard fi»r the sacramentiil character of 
the matrimonial rite of their proscrilx'd faith, were 
generally married in secresy by the priests, who, in 
spite of the severe enactments against their order, 
perseveretl bravely, at the risk of their lives, in 
ministering to the spiritual needs of the adherents 
to the Papi«;y ; and marriages thus solemnized in 
the darkened rooms of private houses, without pub- 
lication of biuins or the license of (instituted autho- 
rity, would have been irregular, even in the esti- 
mation of the Catholic clergy, had not the Pope 
sanctioned them out of consideration for the troubles 
of the period. And whilst unlaudul secresy charac- 
terized most of the marriages of Elizabethan Catho- 
lics, many of the nonconforming Puritans, and not a 
few of the Puritans who refrained from open dissent 
from the Established Church, preferred clandestine 
wedlock, solemnized in accordance with their con- 
scientious scruples, to a form of matrimony that con- 
strained spouses to use the pagan ring and the rite 
of the Prayer-book. 
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So, also, in the triumphant days of the Laudian 
Churchmen, secret marriage grew in favour with 
those of our ancestors who abhoircd all the con- 
trivances of episcopacy. It has already been described 
how the Royalist Episcopalians of the Commonwealth 
period, whilst complying with the parliamentiirian 
oiders respecting matrimony, adopted in their wed- 
dings a coui'se that extended and confirmed the 
popular liking for secret marriage. The re-establish- 
ment of episcopacy, on Charh's the Seconds return 
from exile, di’ove the orderly Presbyterians and 
Independents into the ways of elamh'stine wedlock, 
withoirt universally reclaiming the Episcopalian laity 
from the furtive habits which they had contnicted 
during the Commonwealth. 

Economy, also, was fruitful of much disobedience 
to the Church’s matrimonial re<iuirem(‘nts. Pul> 
licity r’endered it difficult in old time for the parents 
of a bride to escape the grievous exactions of pom. 
pous festivity ; and, as we have se(“n, the ei>st8 of a 
pompous wedding were very burdensome, when the 
giver of a nuptial entertainment was exjH*cted to 
regale all the near and distant cousins, and the 
majority of the acquaintance, of both bride and 
bridegroom, with a series ofprodig.al banquet.s. The 
money squandered in a single week of the wedding 
gala of a poor gentleman’s <laughter was often ten 
times as much as the insufficient jiortion that he 
could give her. It not seldom hapjtened that a 
bride, with nothing but her chaplet for her fortune, 
w'as conducted to matrimfmy with an hilarious riot 
which impoverished her father fur the rest of his 
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days. Under these circumstances, many a pater- 
familias of Charles the Second’s London, even in 
the affluent circles, prefen*ed to offend his ordinary 
acquaintance by avoiding the cost of a public cele- 
bration of liis daughter’s nuptials, rather than dimi- 
nish by useless festivity the sum that he could give 
her for a bridal present. It was thus, %s the reader 
rememliers, that Sir William Penn displeased the 
Pepyses, by preserving for Margaret’s subsequent use 
and benefit the money which they would have had 
him spend in fine dresses, feasting, and a band of 
mubiciiins to play ‘ the rereillcz.' Nut that the Admi- 
nJ gave his daughter a clandestine wedduig : though, 
whilst observing all the recpiirements of the Church, 
he had the good sense and courage to make the cele- 
bration strictly prixate and devoid of needless ex- 
pense. Otiier fathers, to achieve the same object, in 
their deficiency of self-res]»ecting hardihood, some- 
times gave their girls permission to run away and be 
married to their spouses with economical secresy. 
Thus cnvftily authorized to elope with her lover, 
the britle went to the nearest church or lawless 
chapel, and, returning with a ring on her finger, 
went thrrmgh a hypoci'iticjil fonn of confessing her 
misconduct and begging forgiveness of her econo- 
miesd papa, who forthwith panloned her for acting 
on his hint, slatok the groom b}' the hand, and 
gave him the hundreil guineas which there, was no 
need to 8j)end on j)astrycooks and vintners. 

When Maximilisui Misson studied the ways and 
manners of Londoners towards the close of the 
seventeenth century, the majority of the weddings 



110 


BBIBES Ain> BBTOAIS. 


in the well-to-do middling classes were celebrated 
darkly and parsimoniously.* The bride, at the last 

• * One of the reasons that they have for inanying secretly, as 
they generally do in England, is that tlierohv tliey avoid a great deal 
of expense and trouble. There are a great many agreeuhlo things 
that one might relaU* ii\m\ this article of weddings, hut it is diffi- 
cult to learn them ; liecause, liesides a great numlier of litUe par- 
ticulars, they generally vary according to tlic several customs of 
the countries, the rank and quality of the ])ersons, and their 
different religions. The Presbyterians jm^sscss so great a strict^ 
ness, and such mighty reservedness, that their wetldings are com- 
monly very plain and very quiet ; and what I shall say here, 
therefore, is ordinarily j>raotise<l anemgst those of the diurch of 
England, and among pi*o]>Ie of a middle erudition : t<» wdiich wo 
may add, that live in or m*ar I/»nd<»n. Persons of quality, and 
many others who imitate them, have lately taken up the custom 
of l>cing marricil very late ut night in tlnur chamber, and very 
often at some country house, . . . When those (»f a middling 

Condition have a mind to be so extravagant as to marrv* in puldick 
(which very nirely happ^'ns). they invite a nnmlHT of friends and 
relati<»iis ; everyone puts on new cloaths, and dresses finer than 
ordinary ; the men lead the woin» n, they get into coaches, and 
so go in prsession. and are marrvM in full »lay at church. After 
feinting and danoing, and liaving made m»*rry that day and the 
next, they take a trip into tlie e«uintrv. and there divert them- 
selves very pleasiintly. These are extnior*ilnarv wisblings. The 
ordinaiy ones, as 1 said Wfore, an* genemlly inr*t^ini(*K The 
bridegr<x»m. that is to Ai\y, the hu.sband that is to U*. and the 
bride, who i.s the wife that is to be, c**ndueted by their father and 
mother, or those that sene them in their room, and necoin|>any*d 
among others hy tw'o hrid<‘nien ainl two hridemaids, with a license 
in their {>ocket, and call iqi Mr. (.'urate ami his clerk, tell him 
their business; are marry ’d with a low voice and tin? <k>oni slmt; 
tip the minister a gniinea, and the clerk a erow n ; steal softly out» 
one one way, and t’other another, cither (u» f»»ot f»r in coaches, go 
different ways to some tavern, at a distance from their own lodg- 
ings, or to the house of some trusty friemls, there liave a go^ 
dinner, and return home at night as quietly us lambs .* — Vith 
Misson’s * Memoirs and Observation in his Travels over England* 
OzelFs translation. 
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moment, asked two of her maiden friends to accom- 
pany her and her parents to the place where she 
meant to be married. To escape observation, it 
was sometimes arranged that the bridesmaids should 
meet her at ‘ the altar,’ and that her father should 
go alone by one route to the matrimonial scene, 
whilst she approachetl it by another,, under the 
protection of her mother. The place of wedding 
might be her parish church, or a convenient chapel, 
or a room fitte<l up for the solemnization of mar- 
riages in a public-house that kept a chiiplmn on 
the premi.ses. On entering the church or chamber, 
dressed in her ordinaiy walking -dress, the bride 
found her groom and the clergyman ready to receive 
her. Perhaps the groom brought a couple of friends. 
The door of the ineeting-j)liioe having been closed 
against unbidden loiterers, the ceremony, was per- 
formed quickly, and with as little noise as possible ; 
and, as soon as the bachelor and spinster had been 
made husband and wife, the party dispei’sed, and 
went by difterent paths to the tavern where they 
had arranged to have dinner, at the co.st of the 
groom or his father-in-law. At a strictly private 
wedding of this kind, if the contracting parties were 
in prosperous circumstances, the officiating clergyman 
usually received a guinea, and the clerk five shillings, 
for their semces ; and as one chief object of the con- 
spirators was secresy, the expense of a license was 
incurred, lest publication of banns should reveal 
prematurely their dark design to the persons from 
whose knowledge they were most desirous to keep 
it, until the marriage was accomplished. If they 
achieved their purpose so completely that neithar 
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the butchers nor the drummers got wind of their 
proceedings, they deemed themselves especially for- 
tunate. But it generally happened that, notwith- 
standing the liberality of the douceur bestowed on 
him by the groom, the treacherous clerk gave prompt 
intelliffence of the affiiir to a murruwbone-and-cleaver 
dub and a band of street-nuisicuuia, with whom he 
had profitable relations : in which case the bride 
was sure to be roused at the early dawn of the 
followinff morninjx by a discord of loud sounds, for 
which her husband had to })ay handsomely, though 
reluctantly. 

Such was the ordinary marriage {>f a pro.sperou8 
London citizen’s daughter, in the reign t)f Charles 
the Second or Queen Anne. Nt)W and then, however, 
the London danrsel of ‘ mnldling degree ’ entered 
matrimony with tlie noise and ostentation of what 
Misson rightly termt*d, tlie ‘ extraordinary wedding,’ 
— a festival of several days, that enriche<l hackney- 
coach-keepers and victuallers, caused the nuptial 
guests to sjtend much in bridiJ presents and 
gorgeous clothing, occasioned a scandalous amount 
of drunkenness, and concluded with an excumion to 
Richmond or Edmonton, from which everyone of 
the makers of merriment returned in no humour to 
prolong the perio<l of (jiuditied enjoyment. 

Whilst the well-to-do commonalty per|>etrated 
matrimony in dark corners and l)ehind Ixirred doors, 
as though their conduct were discreditiible if not 
absolutely felonious, the arist<xjrat*y w'ere in a large 
proportion of cases scarcely less furtive in their ways 
of committing marriage. Amongst our nobility 
wedlock was often solemnized by special l icen gw , with 
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objectionable suddenness and secresj, and at a late 
hour of night, after a supper to which some half- 
dozen or so of the nearest kindred of the bridal 
couple had been invited. Not seldom a young lady, 
on taking her seat at the family breakfast-table of a 
mansion in the Soho quarter, astoimded her little 
brothers and sisters by telling them that she bad 
been married in the drawing-room on the previous • 
evening, after they had gone to bed. So long as 
&shion countenanced several of the nuptial usages 
mentioned in a former chapter of this work, it was 
natural that ladies of refinement should think a 
bridal party could not be too small and select. But 
the growing preference for private weddings in the 
highest social grades was quite as much due to thrift 
as to delicacy. It was chesiper for a nobleman to 
pay the hea\ 7 ^ fee for a special license, and have his 
daughter’s marriage solemnized quietly by his 
domestic cha[)lain in the presence of ten or twelve 
Mends, than to launch her upon matrimony with a 
public wedding, to which it would be necessary for 
him to invite two or three hundred people, and on 
which he could not spend less than two or three 
thousand pounds, without incurring an imputation 
of me6mness. In matters of nuptial festivity society 
allowed no medium between strict privacy and an 
ostentation that was profuse and riotous. Whilst 
this was the case, the advocates of tlie private 
wedding did not want good arguments. 

Unless tlie reader bears in mind the political 
dmimstances which trained our ancestors from the 
beginning of the Reformation Period till the dose 
of the seventeenth century to solenmize vredlock 
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furtively, and the social conditions which disposed 
thrifty folk to prefer the cheap private to the 
inordinately expensive public wedding, he will be at 
a loss to account for the scenes to which I shall 
introduce him in following chapters. Even whilst 
he keeps those facts in view, he will marvel at the 
tolerance and positive approval which Emglish society 
exhibited towards a state of things that would be 
unendurable for a single week to decent men and 
women of the present generation. 



115 


CHAPTER IX. 

PRISONS AND ‘ LAWLESS ’ CHURCHES. 

In tlie seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, when 
lovers were not ashamed to creep slily into wedlock, 
like thieves sneaking away from a constable, or 
burglars warily entering a rich man’s house, some of 
them had recourse to the chapels of two of our 
principal London prisons for the safe and cheap 
accomplishment of unobserved matrimony. The 
Fleet and King’s Bench prisons, to which spouses 
went in search of secret and expeditious marriage, 
usually contained some clerical captives, too indigent 
to be scrupulous, and too dissolute to preserve any 
reverence for the injunctions of the ChurcL It 
mattered not to ecclesiastics of this fallen and 
miserable kind that they disot>eyed the canons by 
marrying couples whose banns had never been 
published, and whose needs forbade them to apply 
at Doctors’ Commons for a license. Dread of episco- 
pal censure was not likely to be very strong in a 
deigyman without ten pounds to lose or a decent 
character to keep. Even the Bishop of London could 
not terrify an offender callous to shame, and pro- 
tected by poverty and degradation. 

• neither the Fleet nor the King’s Bench may 
we, however, assign the honour of being the first 
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London prison to satisfy the needs of lovere bent on 
cheap and clandestine marriage. That one of the 
chapels of the Tower, — not ‘ The King's Free Chapel, 
hut another in the side of the White Tower by the 
King’s lodgings ’ — was a notorious place for clandes- 
tine marriages in Charles the First’s time, we know 
from the measures taken by Archbishop Laud to put 
an end to its malpractices, and from resentments 
occasioned by those very proper stepa How long 
this chapel had been so abused is unknown ; but it 
is a matter of history that, when the restless primate 
heard the purpose for which it was frequented by the 
sons and daughters of honest citizens, he lost no 
time in bringing the matter under the King’s notice, 
and causing a sudden cessation of the uncanonical 
weddings. The Lieutenant of the Tower, who had 
participated in the unholy gains of the chaplain and 
other ecclesiastics concerned in the irregular celebra- 
tions, bore in mind the injury done to him by the 
chief of the hierarchy ; and in due course the Arch- 
bishop’s zeal in purging the royal palace of ecclesi- 
astical disorder was produced in his impeachment 
before the House of Lords as an instance of his un- 
lawftil and treasonable interference with the liberties 
and privileges of the subject. The Archbishop’s 
demonstration of the legality of his action in this 
matter was perfect. Nor was he less successful in 
disclaiming the unworthy motives assigned to him 
by his enemies in respect to his attempt ‘ to prevent 
the abuses of that lawless custom.’ But the 
sufficiency of his reply to one of several trivial 
charges of an indictment, not wanting in grave 
reasonable accusations, had no effect on his implaca- 
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ble adversaries. As he had treated others in the day 
of his power, so they dealt with him in the hour of his 
weakness. To them he appeared more like a friend- 
less dog than a majestic lion, when in their vindictive 
fuiy they pelted with so sorry a stick as the count 
that gave a false colour to his suppression of the 
lawless marriages in the Tower. 

The primate’s fall does not appear to have been 
followed, either immediately or after an- interval of 
time, by a renewal of the trade in clandestine wed- 
lock at the Tower, which was stopped by his autho- 
rity, or rather through his influence with the sove- 
reign. It certainly was not revived during the 
supremacy of the Long Parliament, nor in the subse- 
quent years of the interregnum ; and throughout 
Charles the Second’s reign the wishes of clandes- 
tinely marrying brides and grooms were fulfilled so 
expeditiously and economically at the churches of St. 
James, Duke’s Place, and St. Trinity, in the Mino- 
ries, that they had no need to appeal to the consi- 
derateness of the authorities of the Tower. The 
Incumbent of St. James, Duke’s Place, and the In- 
cmnbent of Trinity in the Minories,* asse^ed their 
exemption from the authority of the Bishop of Lon- 
don ; and though the grounds on which they de- 
clared their freedom from episcopal control were 

* Newcourt in his ‘ Repertorium,’ calls the living of St James’s 
a rectory ; Maitland terms it a curacy ; in the ‘ Clergy List ’ it is 
described, ‘ St. James within Aldgate ; Patrons, Lord Mayor and 
Aldermen; Value, 110/. per annum; Population, 851.’ St. 
Trinity in the Minories was a perpetual curacy, with a small 
revenue apart from fees, and a proportionate population. At the 
present time, the curate’s income is under 70/. a-year, and the 
population of the parish between foi’r and five hundred persons. 
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very insufficient, t^e custom of the diocese and ths 
prelate’s reluctance to stir in a matter that might 
result in his discomfiture, left the two clergymen for 
many years in actual enjo 3 rment of an immunity 
which afforded them noble incomes. So long as 
this state of things lasted, they could with impunity 
solemnize matrimony without publication of banns or 
the authority of an ordinary’s license. Attracting 
spouses, who wished to avoid the publicity and slow 
procedure of banns, the churches of the two fortu-* 
nate incumbents also offered peculiar advantages to 
economical lovers by sparing them the expense of 
the episcopal license. Official records show how 
large was the proportion of the persons, — married 
in London throughout many years, when the me- 
tropolis was inferior in magnitude and population 
to several of our most imp<jrtant provincial cities 
of the present century, — wlio entered matrimony 
in the one or the other of these churches. One 
of the registera of marri.'iges, j>reserved at St. 
James’s, Duke’s Place, — a volume containing a thou- 
sand pages, — .shows that in twenty-seven years, 
commencing in November 1, 1G64, nearly 40,000 
weddings, or about 1481 marrijjges a-year, were 
solemnized in that church. The records of the mar- 
riages performed at St. Trinity in the Minories are 
in so mutilated and fragmentary a condition that 
one cannot speak precisely concerning the amount of 
its matrimonial business in Charles the Second’s 
reign. But one of its preserved registers shows that 
in seven years and three months, beginning at the 
date March 26, 1676, some six thousand marriages 
were celebrated under its roof. Another of its r^is- 
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tezi^ oommencing witlx the date, January 26, 1686, 
and ending November, 1692, contains between 5000 
and 6000 entries of matrimony. Misson assures us 
tW- the usual fee paid to the clergyman officiating at 
a private wedding varied between two crowns and a 
guinea ; and as the incumbents of St. James’s, Duke’s 
Place, and St. Trinity, in the Minories, had no need 
to enhance the attractiveness of their altars by 
taking smaller fees than those generally paid to the 
incumbents of churches where marriage could not 
be celebrated without license or banns, it may be 
assumed that on the average they received seven 
hundred and fifty guineas for every thousand wed- 
dings, besides a considerable per-centage of the five- 
shilling pieces given to their clerks. In years of 
buoyancy in the London marriage-market the incmn- 
bent of St. James’s, Duke's Place, with hardly any 
poor parishioners or other public claimants on his 
purse, probably derived from marriages an annual 
revenue of fourteen or fifteen hundred pounds. So 
far as emolument is concerned, his living was there- 
fore a better preferment than the bishopric of Exeter 
or Norwich. The value of money in the latter half of 
the seventeenth century bemg taken into consider- 
ation, it may be confidently asserted that he was, for 
his day, a richer man than the present bishop of 
Manchester. Apart from other sources of revenue 
that he may have possessed, he h^ in his living a 
finer estate than many a peer and half of the baro- 
netage of his time. 

It is obvious that the London rectors, from whose 
churches the lucrative business of celebrating matii- « 
mony passed to the two churches of their ‘ lawless 
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competitors, had other reasons, besides honest dis- 
approval of clerical irregularity, for denouncing the 
means by which the clergymen of St. James’s, Duke’s 
Place, and of St. Trinity in the Minories, enridr^ 
themselves to the detriment of their brethren of the 
cloth. Nor is it xmgenerous to suppose that the 
Bishop of London was all the more mcen.sed against 
the offenders because their conduct serioxisly dimin- 
ished his official emolmnents. After long patience 
under an abuse that hurtfully aft'ected the episcopal 
resources, by checking almost to extinction the sale 
of ordinary marriage-licenses, the prelate bestirred 
himself for its suppres.sion ; and on February 17 , 
1686 , the Commissioners for Ecclesiastical Causes 
suspended for three years the lieverend Adam 
Elliott, Incumbent of St. James’s, Duke’s Place, for 
marrying and allowing persons to be married at his 
church in violation of canonicid rules. This punish- 
ment, however, of the resolute offender failed to 
achieve its purpose. Either because there were 
grounds for questioning the legality of the Commis- 
sioners’ sentence, or because the Commissioners 
ffiund their enterprise too great for their powers, or 
because Mr. Elliott had friends in high places, bia 
suspension was relaxed when only fifteen months 
and a few days of its appointed term had expired. 
How the difficulty was set aside and the 
hushed up is unknown. But it is certain that on 
May 28 , 1687 , the clergyman recovered his spiritual 
privileges under circumstances that enabled him to 
pursue his former course without further interfer- 
, ence on the part of the Bishop of London or the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners. 
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It is probable that the spiritual authorities, in 
the course of their proceedings against Mr. Elliott, 
ascertained that under the existing marriage-law 
their action was more likely to aggravate than 
remedy the evils which it was their purpose to cor- 
rect. On sufficient inquiry they could not fail to 
discover the Church’s inability to put an end to the 
irregular marriages without the cordial co-operation 
of Parliament. On this discovery, therefore, it is 
probable that they decided to relinquish their con- 
ffict with the refractory incumbent of St. James’s, 
Duke’s Place, until the legislature should enlarge 
their powers, or, on making the pecuniaiy proceeds 
of the sale of marriage-licenses a matter of public 
finance, should authorize the civil tribunals to compel 
the clergy to observe the canons for the celebration 
of wedlock. 
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CHAPTER X. 

FLEET MARRIAGES, 

On the suppression of the Court of the Star Chamber, 
the ancient and unsightly prison near Fleet Ditch — 
the ill-reputed building whose unoccupied site on 
the east side of ‘ dirty Farringdon Street’ has been 
for many a day one of the disfigurements of London 
— ^became a place of incarceration for debtors, and 
for misdemeanants guilty of contempts of the Courts 
of Chancery, the Exchequer, and the Common Pleaa 
During the hundred yejirs commencing with Charles 
the Second’s restoration, and closing with George the 
Third’s accession, the prisoners of the Fleet numbered 
about six himdred persons of both sexes ; but not 
more than a third of this population lived within 
the walls of ‘ the college.’ A prisoner for debt could 
at a considerable cost make an arrangement that 
allowed him, whilst rated as a captive behind stone 
walls and iron bars, to move about London as though 
he were a free man. 

On paying the Warden of the Fleet a certain 
sum for the indulgence, and procuring good sureties 
for the payment of the debt or debts in respect to 
which he was imprisoned, in case he should abuse 
the indulgence by withdrawing himself beyond the 
reach of his creditors, the captive for debt was 
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pennitted to take rooms in any one of certain streets 
or yards lying outside the walls, but within ‘the 
rul^,’ or, to use another term for a quarter of de- 
finite boundaries, ‘ the liberti^' of the Fleet Prison. 
Living in this qualified captivity, the prisoner was 
subject to the surveillance of warders and constables. 
He was required to report himself daily to the porter 
of his ‘ college ; ’ and, on reasonable suspicion that he 
designed to break his parole and elope, the autho- 
rities of that institution might at any moment seize 
him and drag him within its walls. 

Life was monotonous within ‘ the rules,’ although 
they abounded with taverns and skittle-yards and 
gambling-tables. But the prisoner of ‘ the liberties ’ 
often contrived to enjoy existence within them, and 
to conceive a strong liking for their social conditions. 
If he were a man of bii'th and education, he could 
not complain of his fellow -colonists as universally 
beneath him in extraction and culture, for the hotels 
and lodging-houses of his quarter were never without 
residents of good quality, fashion, and learning. 
Whilst lords and ladies were every now and then 
under the necessity of withdrawing from the coxut- 
quarter of the town to live in retirement for a few 
weeks in the collegiate district, there were not a few 
scholars and wits, gentlemanly divines, and gallant 
soldiers, who resided habitually in ‘ the rules.’ Nor 
were these captives on parole precluded, during their 
terms of residence on the banks of Fleet Ditch, from 
visiting the brighter quarters of the town. They 
were supposed to remain within ‘the liberties’ by 
night and day ; but practice often contradicts theory, 
and so long as they kept on good terms with the 
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Warden of tihe Fleet and his officers, they got leave 
of absence, as a matter of course, to dance at West- 
end balls, to amuse themselves in Spring Gardens, or 
to ride with the quality in Hyde Park. Sometimes 
they were allowed to follow in the stream of fashion 
to Tunbridge Wells and Bath. Cases are recorded 
of Fleet prisoners who, whilst they were ‘ lying in 
the Fleet,’ visited the Continent repeatedly in the 
pinrsuit of pleasure or for the furthei’ance of their 
affairs of business. The Warden of the Fleet would 
not have derived from regular fees, customaiy extor- 
tions, and comipt arrangements, the four or five 
thousand a-year, at which his official income was 
roughly computed, if he had not governed his richer 
subjects leniently.* 

* The Commissioncnj, ap|M»iutod at the l)epnninj^ of George 
the Second’s reign to inquire into the abuses (*f the Fleet Prison, 
could not ascertain tlio exact amount of the Wanlen’s income, but 
they proved it Up U? hcnJidaloiisly Itir^re. ‘The committee/ Uiey say, 
* could not ifet fnun Mr. or his (fthccrH, any li«t of 

such prisoners tts have the hU rty of the rules and preciiurtaof 
the Fleet Prison ; hut the committee id»fium*<h by aiioUier baiidl, 
a list of three hundred and eiiK’hty t wo aitb an aocouilt 

of what each hath i^aid to the warden for such lilierty, and ilia 
annual gifts everj' Thristmas, amounting' t<» near I7t, 4d , ; 

and it ap}>etireii to the corimutiee tluii the primittcm for tba 
greatest debts have iu»t signed the Umk. That the gmiutty to 
the Warden for the liberty of the nib‘S, in eiactcsl tti jmtpnrliiill 
to the greatness of the debt ; and if all |»aid, that aecoimt wouUl 
be three times the before' inentirme<l sum. Idieiio mama, no paidf 
appear to l>e very exlnaonlinary exacti«uis frt»m the priiaiMNri» 
and are the more unreasonable lM.*ciium; all priimnerM, wbo haw 
the lilierty of the rules, enter into Umds in very great pwalti6% 
with Bufficient sureties, for not escapitag, the least el* whkil 
penalties arc always double the sums they stand committed Ibr. ~ 
Vide * A Report from the Committee appriinted to inqulie into 
the state of tbe Gaols of this Kingdom, relating to the Fliil 
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Whilst captivity thus smiled on debtors mth 
money in their pockets and powerful iiiends at their 
hacks, it exhibited its sterner aspects to miserable 
folk actually ‘ lying within the walls of the Fleet.’ 

A pleasant, chatty, kind-hearted gentleman towards 
his ‘ people in the liberties,’ the Warden of the Fleet 
mis a grim and merciless despot to his ‘rabble 
within doors.’ Not that the collegians who could 
not or would not purchase the indulgences of ‘ the 
rules’ were all treated alike. The college had its 
‘common or poor side,’ and its buildings containing 

Prison, with the resolutions and orders of the House of Commons 
thereupon, 1729. In addition to the Christmiis presents of the 
prisoners in * the lil)ertics,* the Warden received large rents from 
the tenants of certain premises in the purlieus of the prison, who 
accommodatcil the lil>erty prisoners with lodgings, or received 
them ivs regular hoarders in their tuvenis, significantly called 
‘ sponging-luaises,* He was still furtlicr enriched by the exorbitant 
sums which priwmers within the walls were charged for food, 
rooms, IksIs, or shares <»f IkhIs, and other necessaries. It Is true 
that he hatl to ]>rovido * guards,* make gcH>d the losses accruing 
to detaining creditors from the esca|H* (»f prisoners, and keep the 
prison in n*pair. Hut tlie nett profits of his othco pndiably ex- 
ceeded 5(K>(>/. a*ycar. Headers, curious aUmt the life of the Fleet 
Prison, in the days when the misiTies and {Ui[iuuU humours of its 
ttunutes iilTonU»«l novchsls an<l dnunatic wnters an incxiiatistible 
fiuul of comical and singuhir iUustrati<>ns chunicter, 

ihottid study the iiU>vc mentnuKHl n»|s»rt, a t'^vpy of «hich is pre- 
•erved in the Hritish Mummuh. Thev HhuuKI rtnid Mr, John 
Sotitberden lUinfs * Htst^jrv of the Fleet Marriages,' to which I 
tm largely intlebti^l for facts set fi«rih in my i^iges. Another 
pttblioaiion, desening their at tent ton, is, * The Humours of the 
Fleet* (1749), a |K»em wIunw* title w^is adopte^l by the Cidkxrfor of 
H iniif(iibur acmplwMik, m tJie Uri tmh Mttstnim, fhmi 

wbteh I have derivwi nuieh of my know leiige of FKvt life in the 
aigbUMmtb cisntury. Fielding, Smollett, Addis^m, and StiMde 

mm mmo of the aocial itlustrators to whom I am also indebted for 
flMta {Ntfiaiuiitg to the Fleet and iu luarriagiu 



126 


BBXDBS AKD SRIDALa' 


n. 

sets of rooms or single rooms for debtors who, 
though capable of paying liberally for exceptional 
favours, could not find the sureties whose bonds 
would have entitled them to the privileges of ‘the 
rules.’ Moreover, the prison always held in con- 
finement a few wealthy misdemeanants whose con- 
tempts of the supreme comts precluded them firom 
aharing in the indulgences of ‘ the liberties.’ On 
the aristocratic side of the gaol offenders of this 
superior kind occupied decently-furnished chambers, 
and took exercise in a fine racket-court,* with some 
of the drollest scoiuidrels to be found in London ; 
whilst the woe-begone beggars on the poor side quar- 
relled fmd played pitch -halfpenny in their squalid 
yard, or, bawling through the grating of its street- 
ward gate, implored the pjissei’s-by to give them 
money to spend on beer and tobacco. The treat- 
ment which these wretches endured through long 
years of capti^^ty, at the hands of brutal guards and 
turnkeys, w'as execrably cruel. If they grumbled at 
the badness and smallness of their rations of food, 
they were beaten wdth sticks or bars of iron ; if th^ 

* The already-mentioned 8crap-l>ook, entitled * The Humours 
of the Fleet/ contains a picture of tlie aristocratic debtors and 
misdemeanants, playing racket in their court. The players are 
well-dressed, modish gentlemen, with ruffleti shirts, costly wigs, 
and conspicuously large buckles on the fasiiionably made shoes. 
Their knee-breeches and stockings jire faultless. In another pic- 
ture the student of old Ijondfm ways may see the captives of * the 
poor side* — a V)eggarly lot of wretched men and women. Some of 
these forlorn creatures are playing racket like their betters on ^ the 
rich side but their favourite pastime is ‘ skittles.* On one side 
of their * play-yard * is the prison residence, — a building much like 
a modem workhouse ; on the other side runs a dismal wall, 
surmounted with chemuacrde-frue. 
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mtinnured at being beaten, they were flogged again, 
then flung into the black-hole, and left there to 
spend a few days with the rats. The gaol was never 
free from small-pox and typhus fever, and there was 
not even an affectation of care on the part of the 
authorities to separate the sick from the sane.* 

♦ Describing the treatment of the prisoners, the authors of the 
already-mentioned report say, * That, ujion insjiectiofi and exam*- 
ination on the common side of the prison, in the tliree wards, 
called the Upper Chapel, the Lower Chapel, and Julius Caesar’s, 
ninety persons were confinctl, who were obliged to lie on the floor, 
if they could not furnish themselves with bedding, or pay 1«. per 
week, by each prisoner so provided. That the Lyon’s Den and 
Woman’s Ward, which contain aliout eighteen persons, are very 
noisome and in very ill repair. That there are several rooms in 
the Chapel-stairs, for each of which 5/. a-ycar is now paid, but did 
formerly belong to the conimon side, and for which nothing was 
paid, until cbaigod by Mr. Huggins at 3/. a-year each. And on 
this floor there are several persons, who are uncertain what cham- 
ber-rent tliey shall be obliged to pay, and are at the mercy of the 
Warden. That in some rooms persons, who are sick of different 
distempers, are obliged to lie together, or on the floor. One in 
particular had the small pox, and two w omen w ere ordered to lie 
with her, and they paid 2s. lOt/. each for such lodging. That 
there was a regulation by the judges in Trinity Term, 1727, by 
which the Warden ought to furnish all the rooms, in each of which 
there are two, three, and four beds, and in each bed two, and 
sometimes throe persons, who pay 2s. 10^/. each per w’eek for such 
lodgings.* Of the extortions practised at the adjaceut spouging- 
houses on prisoners, — j>oor, though ciipable of yielding something 
to the ‘spongers,* — the Commissioners say, ‘ That there are three 
houses adjoining and l>elonging to the prison, which were kept as 
sponginghouses by tenants to Mr. Bcmbridge, as Warden, in one 
of which, kept by Corbet, tw-enty-six jirisoners are confined. That 
many of these prisoners pay 2s. a-day for the use of a room in this 
house, and for firing 1^. ; and the other prisoners 1«, a-night for a 
bed ; but, notwithstanding such payments, they are obliged to lye 
two or more in the same bed. That every prisoner pays at his 
entrance into the house of the tipstaff 5^. towards a bowl of 
punch .’ — Vide ‘ A Report . . . relating to Fleet Prison,* 1729. 
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Long before the Fleet became the chief prison in 
London for debtors, its chapel vras used now and 
then for the solemnization of matrimony, when any 
of its inmates cared to add the fetters of wedlock to 
the manacles placed upon them by their gaolers. 
Writing to Lady Hickes in September, 1613, in a 
letter preserved in the Lansdowne MSS.,* Alderman 
Lowe reported the marriage of Mr. George Lester 
with Mistress Babbington, and explained that the 
bride’s wealth would enable her husband to live 
comfortably in the prison of ‘ the Fleete,’ where her 
w'edding took place. After the appropriation of the 
gaol to prl.soners for debt, and person.s committed 
for contempts of court, the number of the weddings 
perfoiTOed in its chainljer of worship steadily in- 
creased ; but there is no re^uson to .supjtose that any 
of the marriages recorded in its oldest matrimonial 
register (a.d. 1674) were clande.stine, or that the 
chapel of the prison was vi.sited by the outer public 
for the accomplishment of secret matrimony before 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners gave a tem|)orary 
check to Mr. Elliott’s doings at St James’s, Duke’s 
Place. During the fifteen months, however, of that 
gentleman’s suspension, furtive weddings were per- 

* ‘ Now I am to enfonn 3-<)u that an aiicjTntt ac^iuayntenoc of 
y"- and mj-nc is yesterday niany ed in the Fleete, one M'- (leoige 
Lester, and hatli maryed Ikhhinyton M'- Thomas Pauahawe 
mother in lii we. I tt is sio’od she is a wonuui of ^^kkI wealths, to 
as nowe the man wyll Ikj ahlc to Ij’ve and ma^'ntayn hymaelf in 
prison, for hether unto he hath hyne in |s)or estate. I praye Ood 
he be nott encoiy'ged liy his marine to do as Heeher doth, I tnw" 
to troble his frjnds in luwe, but I hoijc he wyll have a better 

conscyence and more honestye than the other men liathe.’ Vide 

Lansd* MSS. 
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formed in the Fleet Chapel with significant and 
instructive frequency. By stopping irregular wed- 
lock at the little church in Aldgate, the Commis- 
moners had merely transferred the abuse to a quarter 
of the town where it was likely to prevail far more 
offensively. Driven from Duke’s Place, where the 
marriages were performed with outwaid decency, 
though in violation of the canons, furtive and thrifty 
lovers hastened to the prison, where they had no 
difficulty in finding clergymen glad to couple them 
together at a moment’s notice, without any care for 
the bishop’s disapprovjil. 

Mr. Elliott resumed his business in Duke’s Place ; 
but during his compulsory absence from the scene of 
his notorious labours the public had learned more 
about the law of matrimony than the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners wished the ^^llgar to know. Marriages 
continued to be solemnized in the Chapel of the 
Fleet durmg the next fifteen years, when the Bishop 
of London visited the prison, and inhibited the Rev. 
Jeronimus Alley from marrying spouses and also 
from performing any divine office in Fleet Chapel or 
anywhere else. Mr. Alley, being thus stript of his 
gown, — to use a popular mode of describing the 
effects of clerical suspension,— fled the diocese ; and 
history says nothing more about him. But Alley 
left behind him many gentlemen well qualified to do 
the work that hiid brought the episcopal judgment 
upon him. Clandestine and otherwise lawless w'ed- 
dings continued to occur at the Fleet Chapel, even 
though the legislature, by putting a duty on mar- 
riage licenses, and so nniking an offence against the 
canons an infringement of a secular statute, had 
VOL. n. K 
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rendered it an inconvenient place for the solemniza- 
tion of maiTiages ^vithout licensa At the same time 
stolen max’riages weie celebrated in the chapel of 
the Bang’s Bench Prison, in Southwark, Instead of 
being checked, or in any way diminished by new 
prohibitions, the practice of lawless wedlock rapidly 
increased. 

But the increase of the mischief cjinnot be esti- 
mated by the comparatively small number of mar- 
riages actually performed within the walls of the 
prisons. At no time was that number relatively 
great. The evil was that, whereas irregular wed- 
dings liad formerly been solemnized, with but few 
excej)tions, in parish churches or impoitiint sacred 
edifices, ciandestuie lovers were now joined together 
with xdarming fretpiency in ob.scure chajxels or un- 
consecrated {)laces. By calling attention to the law- 
less marriages, and stirring the fjucstion of then* 
legality, the ecclesiastical chiefs had m:ule the popu- 
lace dangerously wise. It was discixvered that there 
was a considerable ditference between the law of the 
Church and the law of the land. It became known 
that, though the canons rexpiired ordinaiy weddings 
to take place in the {xarish churches and between 
ceilain hours of the day, a marriage might be 
solemnized at night, and in a secidar building, and 
even without the assistance of a clergyman, and yet 
be as valid a union, for all civil purposes, as any , 
wedding performed with banns or license by half-a- 
dozen bishops in a cathedral. Couples could be 
married in a tavern-parlour, or at a street-comer, as 
well as at church. Beligious sentiment restrained 
the clandestine spouses from maiTying without 
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clerical assistance; but amongst the decent and 
thrifty laity, who had no desire to dispense with the 
aid of the clergy, the opinion began to prevail that 
it was absurd for lovere to throw away money on li- 
censes, when the costly parchments were not legally 
requisite. The new law's, which put a five-shilling 
duty on marriage licenses and certificates, and 
rendered every clergyman, guilty of rruarying honest 
couples without banns or licen.se, liable to a fine of 
lOOZ.* only increased the di.siuclination of the com- 
monalty to buy licenses. It is in the nature of the 
ordinary Englishman to abhor taxes, and avoid every 
impost that he can honestly esqipe. Unacceptable 
in former time, on account of its expense, the 
episcopal license, dispensing with publication of 
Wnns, became still more distigreetible when to buy 
one was to pay an avoidable tax. 

The tax on marriage licenses and the fine put on 
clergymen convicted of marrying couples irreguliu-ly 
had other efiects. In proportion as they increased 
the popular liking for irregular matrimony, and 
deterred the conscientious parochial incumbents from 
perfonning marriages irregularly, or allow'ing them 
to be ■ celebrated uncanonictdly in their churches, 
they caused the lawless clergy to be more alert than 
ever to escape detection, and created a demtmd for 
places where matrimony could be efiected in strict 
secresy. The chapels within the w'alls of the prisons 
were no longer sufficiently secluded. Neither at the 
Fleet nor the King’s Bench w'as it possible for a 
marriage to take place without the know'ledge of 

* Vide Acts, 7th and 8th Wm. III., cap. 35, and 7th Wm., 
cap. 7, sec. 52. 
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half-a-hundred gossips, who would be likely to 
inform the bishop, and bring trouble on the o£Scia* 
ting clergyman or the authorities of the prison. 
Moreover, by the 10th Anne, cap. 18, sea 192, — of 
which more will be said in another chapter, — the 
Warden of the Fleet was expressly forbidden to 
suffer irregular weddings to occur within his house. 
But long before that injunction was put upon him, 
the clandestine marriages performed in liis chapel 
had become very few. The incumbents of St. James’s, 
Duke’s Place, and St. Trinity in the Minories, con- 
tinued to marry large numbers of couples ; but 
business fell away from them, beaiuse they deemed 
it prudent to require the spouses, whom they married, 
to provide themselves with licenses or defer marriage 
till their banns had been published. The bishop and the 
ecclesiastical commissioners might not trouble them, 
but civil tax-ofatherers and their informers would be 
less forbearing. Dascribing the coiirse of matrimonial 
business at Duke’s Place, Mr. Southeitlen Bum says, 
‘ The next book (also a large folio, but thinner than 
the first) commences in 1692 and ends July 28, 
1700 ; and the marriages during this period continue 
very numerous. The third book commences with 
25 March, 1700, and ends March, 1754, during which 
period the number of marriages decreased.’ 

The demand for places for the convenient celebra- 
tion of irregular marriages was speedily supplied. 
Quick to see how they could make a profit out of the 
marriages that the incumbents of St. James’s and 
Trinity could no longer perform with the desired 
promptness or secresy, the clergymen, living in the 
little colony of debtors that surrounded the Fleet 
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prison, began to marry lovers in private houses or 
obscure chapels. 

Sometimes these Fleet parsons exercised their 
vocation independently ; but quite as often they 
were in partnership with the landlords of the taverns 
where they dwelt. The clergyman and tavern-keeper, 
thus associated in ministering to lovers, worked in 
the following manner. The layman fitted up a 
chamber of lus hotel as a chapel, and officiated as 
clerk at the marriages performed in it by his ecclesi- 
astical confederate. The pecuniary receipts were 
divided variously. In some cases, whilst the clergy- 
man retained the whole of the fees paid for his 
services, the layman was content with the fees, 
accruing to him as clerk of the chapel, and with the 
increase of trade which irregular matrimony occasioned 
in his public-house. His gains from the liquor and 
food which he sold a select bridal party, his clerkly 
fee, and the small sum which he charged for the use 
of his chapel, remunemted the victualler liberally. 
But, in addition to these payments, he often re- 
ceived a per-centage of the fees paid to the parson. 
It often happened, also, that the lay-keeper of a marry- 
ing-house in Fleet Street had the matrimonial busi- 
ness altogether in his own hands, and instead of em- 
barrassing himself with a partner kept a siilaried 
chaplain on his premises. Doing business in this 
way, the publican gave his clerical inmate board, 
lodging, and a salary of twenty or tliirty pounds a- 
year, and then put into his own till all the sums paid 
by spouses, coupled together under lus roof, for 
clerical service, chapel accommodation, and refresh- 
mackts. Not a few clergymen in difficulties, who had 
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outrun the constable at the universities, or squandered 
their means in the company of fox-hunting squires, 
were glad to secure in this way bed, board, ai\d 
pocket-money, at hotels within a stone’s throw of 
Fleet Ditch. But whether they were partners, or 
held the relations of master and servant, the publican 
and }wiest were bound by mutual interest to keep 
the worst of one another’s .secrets. 

The more prosperous of the so-called Fleet par- 
sons kept themselves jus far as po.ssible out of the 
power of the tavern-keepers. Occupying their ouTi 
private lodgings, or even sepande hou.ses of which 
they were the punctually paving tenants, in courts 
and alleys ailjaeent to Fleet Street and Ludgate 
Hill, they preh;rred to .solemnize nnirriagys in their 
omi j);irlours. These gentlemen juirsued their call- 
ing steadily Jind methodically. They kept registers, 
in which they entered records of their j)n»fe8.sional 
doings; they kept account-books that demonstrate 
the largeness of their ejinutigs ; and, being men of 
some wit as well as some literature, they occsisionally 
enriched their <li:iries jind ledger's with (piiiint stories 
and piquant mernorandji. They had in their pay 
toutere — -jast .such imf»ortunate, white-aproned varlets 
as one used to see in the narrow lanes of Doctors’ 
Commons down to the recent «lat(; of the alwlition of 
the Ecclesiastical Courts — who loitered about the chief 
thoroughfares of the Fleet qiuirter on the look-out 
for spouses in want of a pjirson. Moreover, they 
maintained friendly and lucrative arrangements with 
West End hotel-keef)ers and other j)er.son8 in decent 
ways of trade, who sent them from time to time good 
pieces of business. 
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liTor may it be supposed that the activity of 
these lawless clergymen was confined to the quarter 
of the town where most of them resided. Several of 
them lived in the jmrlieus of King's Bench prison — 
in the filthy lodging-houses of ‘ 'The Mint/ that 
choicest place of refuge for the cut-throats and cut- 
purses of the metropolis. Indeed, during the earlier 
decades of the eighteenth century there wtis scarcely 
a district of London without a needy and immoral 
cleigyman who was always on the alert to pick up a 
guinea by (tffici.'iting at an iiregular wedding. But 
whether he lived habitually in Southwark or Hounds- 
ditch, or the (juarter from which his particular 
clerical species derived its distinguishing epithet, the 
Fleet parson e.xcrclsed his calling wherever and 
whenever he was required to do so. He made fre- 
quent journeys of twenty or thirty miles into the 
country to execute clandestine weddings by mid- 
night in nind taverns or churches, or in the parlours 
of manor-houses. In London he preferced to do 
duty in his own chamber or ‘ the chapel of the 
public-house,’ to which he was specially attached ; 
but on receiving a summons to appear by nightfall 
at the door of a West-end mansion, or at the gate of 
a suburban chapel, he put his surplice into a bag 
and his regi.ster into his pocket, and ‘attended to the 
order with his customary punctuality.’* If he re- 


* WLeu t!ie hen»ine of ‘ Sir Charles Onuulisou* had been 
seized and taken foivihly by night to Lissom Grove, to Mrs. Aw- 
beny’s house, an attempt was made to make her forthwith go 
through the form of an irregular marriage with the atrocious 
Sir Hargrave Pollexfon. Recounting all the cii'cnmstancos of her 
terrifying misadventure, from which she was rescued by the brave 
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CMved aa invitation from a barrister to appear at 
dusk or early dawn in his canonicals under the 
chapel of Lincoln's Inn, he rubbed his hands with 
glee, for the counsellor, who made a clandestine 
match with an heiress, was sure to give the officiating 
priest a guinea. 

Of the ninety or more places of worship in or 
near London, that through the operation of Lord 
Hardwicke's famous Marriage Act ceased to be 
places where marriages could be solemnized, a con- 
siderable proportion had afforded accommodation to 
lovers who, on perpetrating clandestine wedlock with 
the assistance of a Fleet parson, refused to be mar- 
ried in a tavern-keeper's mock-cliapel. And it is 
certain that Lincoln’s Inn Chapel was one of these 
‘lawless chapels,’ as they were designated in re- 
ference to the facilities which they afforded for the 
performance of irregular matrimony. 

So long as Lincoln’s Inn, like the other three 

Sir Charles Grandison, Miss Harriet Byron wrote to her friend 
Miss Selby, ‘And instantly entered the most horrible looking 
clergyman that I ever beheld. This, as near as I can recollect^ id 
his description:— A vast, tall, big-honed, splay-footed man. A 
shabby gown ; as shabby a wig ; a huge red pimply face ; and a 
nose that hid half of it, when he looked on one side, and he seldom 
looked fore-right when I saw him. He had a dog’s-eared common 
prayer-book in his hand, which once had been gilt ; opened, — horrid 
sight, — at the page of matrimony. .... The man snuffled 
his answer through his nose. When he opened his pouched 
mouth, the tobacco hung about his great yellow teeth.’ It is not 
probable that Sir Hargrave engaged so villahous a specimen of 
the Fleet clergy to officiate at the cottage near Paddington Gre«ti 
as Miss Harriet would have us believe. The heroine was in no 
mood to do justice to the personal and moral endowments of the 
priest, who would fain have married her to the odious Sir Har- 
grave. — Vide ‘ Sir Charles Grandison’a Letter XXX.’ 
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Tuna of Court, was the ordinary residence of nutny 
married lawyers and their fiimilies, its chapel was, 
of course, largely used by its members for matri- 
monial purposes. Many of the young ladies, who 
lived in the new law-quarter on the north of Hol- 
bom, were also mamed at the Inn to which their 
fathers or brothers belonged. There is, therefore, no 
reason to impute irregularity to the majority of the 
two or three thousand marriages solemnized in 
Lincoln’s Inn Chapel before the year 1754. But 
some of the entries in its register of marriages 
prove that, either with or without the knowledge 
of the Benchers of the Honourable Society, Lin- 
coln’s Inn Chapel was now and then the scene of 
a Fleet mai'riage. Here is a record and proof 
of the Chapel’s lawlessness ;* ‘ Then, Wednes : 

* Other entries in the Lincoln’s Inn Register of Marriages run 
thus: — ‘ Then Sunday, the 6 November, 1698, were married by 
Mr. Taylor, Minister of the Fleete, Jiunes Riithven from ye parr 
St. Bartholomews Great, Gentlm., and Elizabeth Bladen of parr. 
St, Clem. Danes.’ — * 21 July, 1700, Benjn Barodale from ye 
Pallace Yard of ye parr, of St. Margar. Westminster, pot-painter, 
and Mary Milcox of ye same par.’ — ‘Then Thurs. ye 4 of 
Aug. 1709, were marri, first couple brought by one that keeps a 
chandlers shop backside Clem. : Yai came from ye City and w^ent 
to Oxford.* — ‘Then Thurs. Octobr ye 6, —709, were marri Mr. 
Dampney’s two friends, the one from Southgate, I think, in ye 
oountrey, and ye other from a comb^maker’s, Holb. -bridge.* — 
The following are some of the cha{x^ls which ceased to be buildings 
for the lawful solemnization of wedlock tlirough the action of 
Geofge the Second’s Marriage Act: — ‘Abp.’s Chapel, Lambetli; 
Ask’s Hospital Chapel, Hoxton ; Asford Chapel, Middlesex ; Bam- 
croft’s Chapel, MUe End ; Berwick Street Chapel ; BridcweU Hos- 
pital Chapel ; Beaufort Chapel ; Brentwood Chapel ; Broadway 
Chapel, Westminster; Biu^lington House Chapel ; Chapel of Can- 
nons ; Carnarvon’s Chapel ; Charterhouse Chapel ; Devonshire 
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Feby. ye 2nd, 1703-4, were marr. Balthazar Sommer 
and Mary Smith, but yey refused to pay ye dues 
for yer mairiage, or to give any account where yey 
lived, yey Avere known to Mr. Sandars, a Concellor 
in Devereux Court.’ Spouses inanying clandes- 

Square Mcotinj^ House ; Ely House ('ha pel ; Exeter ('luqK‘l, Clerk- 
enwell ; Fleet Prison ChajH.*! ; Fountlling Hospital Chapel ; Fulham 
Palace Chapel ; Cray’s Inn Cha])el : Creat Queen Street (’hapel ; 
Grosvenor Square Chajiel, Aiulley Street ; (Jnihlliall (’haj>el ; Croeiv 
wich Hospital Chaj>el ; Hainjit<»n (’ourt Chapel ; Hammersmith 
Cha|>el ; Henry Vll.'s C’hajH’l ; Hi^^lnrate Cha[K*l ; Honierttm Cha- 
pel ; Hounslow Cha[>el ; Ilford ('hajud ; Kentish 'J’own ChajH)! ; 
Kensin^^on Palace ('hapel ; Kin:^'’s St. (’ha|H.*l, St. James’s; 

Bench IVison Cliafnd ; Kinirsland Chaj»el ; KniLrhtshridire (diaj»el ; 
Lanibe’s <’ha}>el ; Leadenhall ('hapel ; Eincoln’s Inn Chapel ; L<)ng 
Acre Cha{K.‘l ; Lond<»n House Chapel : Mint ChajK*l ; May-Fair Cha- 
pel; Maddock’.s Street Chaj)el ; Mercer’s (’liapel ; Morden College 
ChajKd ; New Street Cha})el ; Newgute Pri.s<»n ChajK.*! ; Noble 
Street Chapel; Norwood ('hapel (Hayes, Middlesex); Northall 
Chaf»el, Middle.sex ; ()xford (’iiapel, .Marylebone : Oxendon (’ha|>el ; 
Poplar Chapel ; (^hieen Stjuare Cha})el, We.stminster ; (Jueen*8 Square 
ChajHjl, Blouinsburx' ; Koll’s Chapel ; Kumford (.'hapel ; liusaell 
Court Chajtel ; St, JamesV, Cliaiiel Iloyal ; St. James’s, Cennail 
ChajKd ; St. Jarnes’.s, Dutch Chapel; St. John’s (.’liajK'l, (derken- 
well ; St. Jidin’s, Ailesbury < 'hapel; St. John’s Cha|>eh Ihydford 
Row’; Salisbur}' Chajsd ; Sf»merset Hou.se Cliajs*! ; Sergeant’s Inn 
Chapel ; Staple’s Inn Clia])el ; S»»uthgate, Arnold's, or Weld’s Cha- 
pel ; Spring tiardeus’ Chaj»el ; Trinity Alm.s-House Chaptd ; Trinity 
Chapel, Conduit Street ; Wap[»ing Cha[«el ; Wanst 4 *ad Cha|)el ; War- 
wick Street (Jhapel ; Wheeler’s < JiajM-l, Spitaltiehls ; Whittdmll Cha- 
pel; Wood Street, Compter (.’haj»el ; Zion Cha{»el, Ham|>Htead ; the 
Various French Protestant Chapels.’ — Viil*' John Soutliercleii Bum’tt 
" History of Parish Registers.’ d'he Act, already named, diwjua- 
lified the.so chapels for purposes of wedlock, by re(|uiriiig ‘ That 
from and after the twenty-fifth day of March, in the year of our 
Lord, 1754, all banns of matrimony shall he jmblished in an 
audible manner in the i)arish church, or in some ])ublick cliapel, 
in which pnhlick chnpd JUums of Matrimony have been neually 
W.’ — Vide Lord Hardwicke’s Marriage Act. 
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tinely often withheld their surnames from the offi- 
ciating clergyman, and caused him to leave blank 
spaces in their ‘ mamage-lines,’ in which they in- 
serted their names for themselves. Instances of this 
reticence occurred at Lincoln's Inn. On Tliursday, 
August 4, 1709, a man and woman were married 
in the chapel of the Inn, respecting whom the re- 
gistrar could say nothing more definite than that 
they were ‘ the first couple brought by one that 
keeps a chandler’s shop backside Clem.’ i. e. at the 
back of 8t. Clement Danes’ Church, and that ‘ Yai 
came from ye City and went to Oxford.’ Two days 
later the registrar recorded the marriage of another 
couple, of whom he could only say, ‘ Mr. Dampneys’ 
tw'o fi'iends ; the one from Southgate, I think, in ye 
country, and ye other from a combmakers, Holb. 
Bridge.’ 

Scanty particulars have been preserved of alxrut 
forty persons who were keepers of manying-houses. 
Some of these ])ersous were turnkeys, or subordinate 
officials, in the Fleet Prison, like Bartholomew 
Bassett, Avho was clerk of the Fleet Chapel, and 
tenant, at the e.xorbitant rent of 100/., of the Fleet 
cellars, where marriages were solemnized secretly. 
It was at Ba.ssett’s office, or private chapel, that 
Beau Fielding married his fiist wife, before he fixed 
his affections on the Duchess of Cleveland. A few 
of the forty negotiators in wedlock were women, 
who had come into possession of a register and 
marrying business by inheritance. Most of them, 
however, had in the first instance been simple inn- 
keepers, supplying the public with adultemted 
liquors before they entered the matrimonial trade. 
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Standing in the cliief thoroughfares or side-allejra 
and hy-yards of the Fleet quarter, their taverns had 
signs, some of which stiU pertain to hostelries of the 
locality. For instance, ‘ The Cock,’ near Fleet Bridge, 
and ‘ The Eainbow Coffee-House,’ at the corner of 
Fleet Ditch, were famous maiTying-houses, with 
signs honourably known at the present day to fre- 
quenters of Fleet Street taverns. The ‘ Cock and 
Acorn,’ the ‘ Fighting Cocks,’ the ‘ Shepherd and 
Goat,’ the ‘ Golden Lion,’ the ‘ Bishop Blaze,’ the 
‘ Two Lawyers,’ the ‘ Wheats! leaf,’ the ‘ Horseshoe 
and Magpie,’ the ‘ King’s Head,’ the ‘ Lamb,’ the 
* Swan,’ the ‘ Hoop and Bunch of Grapes,’ were 
some of the taverns in or near Fleet Street and 
Fleet Market, provided with chaplains and chapels, 
or private rooms, in which marriages were solemnized 
on every day and night of the year. William Wyatt 
— brother of the notorious and very successful Fleet 
parson, Walter Wyatt — was landlord, first of a 
public-house in Sea-Coal Lane, and afterwards of 
the ‘ New Market House,’ Fleet Lane, in both of 
which houses he drove a great trade, and flourished 
under his stately brother’s patronage. The ‘ Hand 
and Pen’ was a sign which proved so attractive to 
the generality of spouses, that after it luid brought 
success in trade to one house, competitors of the 
original ‘ Hand and Pen’ public-house adopted it. 
Joshua Lilley’s ‘ Hand and Pen ’ stood near Fleet 
Bridge ; Matthias Wilson’s ‘ Hand and Pen ’ looked 
out on the Fleet Ditch ; John Bumford’s ‘ Hand 
and Pen’ kept open door at the foot of Ludgate 
Hill ; and Mrs. Balls had her ‘ Hand and Pen' office 
and registry of marriages witliin sight of the other 
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throe establishments of the same name.* When 
Ben the Bunter, whose wedding has already been 
mentioned in this work, married fair Kitty of Kent 
Street, he went to the ‘ Hand and Pen,’ and was 
fast-bound to his damsel by a stout and florid clergy- 
man, for the moderate fee of half-a-crown.f But 
whether the worthy Bunter went to the original 

• Two or three of the marrying-houses were not tayemB, but 
shops that did little or no business in the sale of food and drink. 
One of the four ‘Hand and Pen* wedding-offices was a barbePs 
shop. At a trial for bigamy, 1737, at the Old Bailey, a witness, 
John Hall, deposed, ‘ I saw her married at the Fleet,* i.e. in the 
Fleet quarter, ‘ to Roliert Holmes ; ’twas at the “ Hand and Pen,** 
a barber's shop.* — Vide Bum’s ‘ History of the Fleet Marriages.* 

f ‘ Good people attend. I'll discover 

A w’edding that happened of late, 

I cannot tell why we should smother 
The weddings of poor more than great : 

'Twixt Ben of the Borough, so pretty. 

Who carries a basket, ’tis said, 

And dainty plump Kent Street fair Kitty, 

A venuin- wool 'Cutter by trade. 


But when at Fleet Bridge they arrived, 

The bridegroom was handing his bride, 
The sailors they all to him drived, 

“ Do you want a parson ?’* they cry'd. 
But as they down Fleet Ditch did prance, 

“ What house shall we go to!” says Ben, 
When Kitty in raptures made answer, 

“ Let’s go to the Hand and the Pen.*' 

Then into the house they did bundle. 

The landlady show'd them a room. 

The landlord he roared out like thunder, 

** The parson shall w»ait on you soon ;'* 
Then so eager lie came for to hvsten, 

He staid not to faisten his hose, 
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‘ Hand and Pen,’ or one of the three spurious and 
piratical establishments, histoiy does not say. 

As each of the marryino-lunises employed a touter 
to hang about Fleet Street and Ludgate Hill, and 
the approaches to those thoruughfai-es, and bring to 
its chapel spouses in search of a j»arson, it was seldom 
that a solitaiy wayl'arer of marriageable years could 
walk from St. Paul's C’hurehyard to Temple Bar with- 
out being solicited by a ‘ plier' to jieeomjKUiy him to 
a convenient taveni. It was assumed by the touters 
that every unattended j>a.s.ser had approached the 
quarter to make arrangements foi- a marriage to be 
solemnized in the eniirsi' of a few biuus. If a gen- 
tleman and lady appeared on the scene, walking arm 
in arm, it was taken for granted that they were im 
engaged couple bent upon immediate matrimony. 
The touters were of both .sexes, the women often 
suri)as.sing the men in hxpuuity and impudence.* 

A fiit-lxulicd, juir.son. 

TliJit l>r;iii<iy hud painted liis nose. 

But before he the couph- di<l fasten, 

He looked all around on tin* men, 

My fare’s half-a-erown.” huvm the parson. 

I freely \NilI ^uve it,” .huv.s Ben : 

Then Hymen he preM.*ntly followetl, 

And the happy knot iM in^r tv d, 

The priests tliey whoope»l and hoIlt»wed, 

All joys to the hrith*;j^nH»m and hride,* 

F/dc * The Hunter’s Wedtling.* 

* ‘Where lead niy wanderin^^ hMitstepH mAv? — the Fleet 
PresentH her tattered stars in Luxury’s eause ; 

Here venerable ernpr and scarlet cheeks, 

With nose of purjde hue, hi^h, ern intuit, 

And m|uinting leering lot>ks, now strikes the eye. 

B — s — p of Hell, once in the precincts call’d, 
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The stranger, unfamiliar with the humours of the 
place, who omitted to rej>el disdainfully the first 
beggar, soon found himself surrounded by half a score 
of ‘ pliers,’ vaunting the merits of their respective 
establishments, and wrangling against each other, as 
though he were a prize that would fall to the jnost 
vociferous of his assailants. 

These street agents of the marrying houses, or of 
Fleet parsons having no commercial interest in the 
taverns, were the pest of the district. Many of 
them were pickpockets, clever at stealing the purses 
of the people whom they addrcssecL But Londoners, 
who knew how to keep them at ai’m's length, de- 
lighted in their im})ucleuce, and liked to watch their 
devices for luring rustic damsels and sheepish bach- 
elors into tlie toils of wedlock. Nor can it be denied 
that the incidents, arising daily from the competition 
of the touters, were often very ludicrous.* 

RenowuM fur making tinaiglitloss contracts, here 
He reign'd in hluated majesty. 

And ])assed in .sottishness and smoke his time. 

Revered by iiin’s a(U>rers ami the tribe 

Wht» pass in brawls, lewd jests, and drink, their days, 

Sons t»f low, gi’oveling riot and debauch. 

Here cleric grave from OxAuil rcaily stands, 

Obsequious U> conclude the (I«»rdiau knot, 

Entwin’d heytuid all <li>s<»liiti<»n suix' ; 

A regular this fnuu Oamhritlge ; lutth alike 
In artful straUigem tye the m»oso, 

While women “ Do you want the parson V cry.* 

TV(A ‘The Humours of the Fleet.* 

* A writer (May 'Jlh 1730) gives, in a new8[>ii]K'r semp, pre- 
served in ‘The Humours of the Flot't’ (Urit, Mus.), the following 
account of what he witnessed <lnnng a walk through the Fleet 
quarter: — ‘Gentlemen, Having fre<|uently heanl of the many 
abominable practices of the Fleet, 1 had the curiosity on Sunday, 
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Here is a scene that the pencil of a clever artist 
has given to students of human manners in an Ho- 
garthian picture, entitled Fleet Wedding between 
a brisk Yoiuig Sailor and his Landlady’s Daughter 
at Redcllffe.’ There stands the coach, from which 
the bridal party have just alighted at the foot of 
Ludgate Hill, to the riotous glee of half a hundred 
loiterers. The touters are pressing upon the bride 
and groom, entreating their attention, and battling 
with one another for the prey. ‘ Do you want a 
parson?' one varlet asks confidentially, with a be- 
seeching, wheedling look in his eager face ; when a 
touter of another style pushes forward, and says 
authoritatively to the young sailor, ‘ This is the way, 

May 23, to take a view of the place as I was accidentally passing 

by. The first thinj^ obsened wa.H one J L , by tnidc a 

carpenter (whose brother it i.s said keeps the si^i of the li and 

€r ) cursing and sweariinr, and raving in the streets, in the time 

of divine service, with a mob of jx'ople about him, calling one ofhiB 
fraternity (J. E.), a plyer for weddings, an iiifonning rogue, for 
informing against one of their ministei-s fi>r profane cursing and 
swearing, f<‘r which he paid three jiounds o<ld money ; the hearing 
of w’hich pleasc<l me much, since I could find one in that notorious 
place which had some spark of grace lefl ; as w'tis manifested by 
the dislike he showed to the fKjrson that was guilty of the pro- 
fanation of God’s sacred name. When the riot was dispersed, I 
walked about some small time, and saw a |XTSon exceeding well 
dressed in a flowered morning-gown, — a band, hat, and wig, — who 
appeared so clean that I t(s>k him for some w'orthy divine who 
might accidentally have come out of the eountty', and as acci- 
dentally be making the same remarks with myself; but upon 

inquiry was 8urpri8c<l at being iissured that he was one T 

C , a watchmaker, who gws in a minister’s dross, ]>er8onatmg 

a clergyman, and taking ujmui him the name of Doctor, to the 
scandal of the sacred function. He may l)c seen at any time at 
the ‘ Bull and Garter,’ or the great ‘ Hand and Pen and Star,’ with 
these words written, ‘ The Old and True llegistcr,’ near the Rain- 
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mr ; I am from Hand and Pen.’ * He from the 
Hand and Penl' screams a third, applicant fiercely 
and derisively. ‘ Why, your honour, his register was 
opened only yesterday. I am the clerk of the ori- 
ginal Hand and Pen.’ Two clergymen in full canon- 
ical dress, — one a stately, bland, Pecksniflian per- 
sonage ; the other an ecclesiastic with a visage elo- 
quent of its owner’s addiction to the gin-bottle, — 
survey the young coiiple wnth tender interest. But 
the bride’s mother knows the ground, and what she 
is about. It is evident from her air of self-possession 
that she has been on a former occasion to ‘ the Fleet,’ 
and will not be drawn away from the tavern which 
she has decided to enter.* 

bow Coffee-Houttc. Please to give this a place in your paper, and 
you will not only oblige one of your constant readers, but may 
prevent many innocent jiersons from being ruined. — I am, Gentle- 
men, your humble Servant, T. L.* 

Perhaj>a T. C. the watchmaker, was the same impostor, whose 
committal to Bridewell is mentioned in the following paragraph 
firom a Journal of 1740 : — ‘ On Friday last was brought l>cfore Sir 
Joseph Hankey, at Guildhall, a man in a clergyman’s habit, for 
begging, Mdiich he made a common practice of. He was com- 
mitted for further examination the next day, when it a}>peared he 
was a notorious idle fellow, and common cheat, having made use 
of that habit only to iiu|Kjse on the public, as also to pcrfi»rm the 
.office of marrying several jx'rsons at the Fleet Prison, whcreujK)U 
be was ctunmitted to Bridewell to hard lalK>ur.* 

* In explanation of his picture, the artist of ‘ A Fleet Wed- 
ding* has put under the engraving these verses: — 

‘ Scarce had the coach discharged its trusty fiire, 

But gaping crowds surround th’ amorous pair; 

The busy Plyers make a mighty stir, 

And whispering cry, “ D’ye want the Parson, sir? 

Pray step this way — just the Pen in Hand, 

The doctoFs ready thei*e at your command.” 

vojL n. 


L 
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Another picture by the same artist exhibits a 
nuptial party drinking and making merry in one of 
the Fleet taverns. The cliief table of the festal 
room is covered with punch-bowls, glasses, pipes, and 
dishes, and is svtrrounded by a jovial crew. The 
simple sailor, on whom a wily dame has foisted a 
shameless hussy, is surveying proudly the features 
and dress of his unworthy bride. The lawyer, who 
has drawn the brides marriage-settlement, is snuling 
benignantly on the mother-in-law, whilst the clergy- 
man, who married the happy couple, sits at table in 
his gown and bands, and watches with a critical air 
the perfoi-mance of one of the bridegi'oom’s ship- 
mates, the best man, who is dancing a hornpipe to 
the uproarious gratification of the assembly. In 
cynical reference to the usual life of wedded couples 
w'ho have suiwived the illusions of the honeymoon, 
the satirist has depicted, amongst the details of his 
work, a cat and doi; eniracfed in a ferocious conflict. 

o o o 

‘ The Lawyer grins, and Peg, witli wanton glance, 

SecDLs much delighted with Tom’s antic dance, 

Kit kisses Kate, vows she shall he his wife, 

While cat and dog resemble nuptial strife.’ 


“ This way” (another cries), “ Sir, I declare, 

The true and ancient Register is here.” 

Th’ alarmed Parson.s quickly hear the din, 

And haste with socrthing words to invite ’em in. 

In this confusion, jostled to and fro, 

The inamoured couple know" not where to go ; 

Till slow advancing from the coaches side. 

The experienced matron came (an artful guide), 

She led the w^ay without regarding either, 

And the first Parson spliced ’em l)oth together.' 

Vide * Humours of the Fleet :’ the scrap-book 
preserved in the British Museum. 
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* 

Whilst the Fleet quarter abounded with mar- 
xying'houses, several of the suburban innkeepers 
provided spouses with the means of perpetrating 
marriage within sight and scent of the green fields. 
Little cliapels, with rock-work porches and coloured- 
glass windows, were erected in pleasant tea-gardens, 
for the benefit of lovers who wished to ‘ make their 
wedding ’ in the country. Zion Chapel, Hampstead, 
— one of the chapels deprived of their privileges in 
the matrimonial market by Lord Hardwicke’s Act, — 
was the property of a victualler, who informed the 
public by advertisements in the newspapers, that 
couples of the best fashion * had been wedded at its 
altar. A regularly ordained chaplain was always in 
attendance at the proprietor’s hotel, where every 
refreshment that firinting brides could require might 
be had at moderate prices. The charge for the use 
of chapel tmd the chaplain’s services wsis only five 
shillings per wedding ; and this small sum was 
not required from the bride and groom who gave 
their nuptial dinner-party at the hotel. For appear- 
ance’s sake, and to place the character of his house 
above suspicion, the Zion Chapel publican required 
in his advertisements that spouses should be duly 


* A London newspaner, of the date Sept. 8, 1716, contained 
the followini? advertisement : — ‘ Sion Chapel, at Hampstead, being 
a private and pleasure place, many persons of the best fashion 
have lately l>ecn married there. Now, as a minister is obliged 
constantly to attend, this is to give notice that all persons 
bringing a license, and who shall have their wedding-tliuuer in the 
garden, may be married in the said Chapel without giving any fee 
or reward whatsoever, and such ns do not keep their weddings 
dinner at the gardens, only five shillings will be demanded of them 
for all feea ’ — Vide Hone’s ‘ Year Book.’ 
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provided with licenses ; but it is needless to say that 
neither he nor his chaplain made it a rule to examine 
the nuptial licenses of matrimonially disposed cus- 
tomers. Not a few of the spouses, married at the 
Hampstead grotto and the other establishments for 
irre^ar marriages, came, however, to the altar with 
proper licenses in their hands. The cost of a license 
was cheerfully incurred by many a bridal couple 
whose chief object in having recourse to the pre- 
vailing mode of private wedlock was to escape the 
embarrassing publicity of marriage in open church 
and the expenses of nuptial hospitality. 
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CHAPTER XL 

THE FLEET CLERGY. 

In their competition for business, the Fleet parsons* 
undersold one another, so that the average payment for 
a priest’s service at an irregular wedding in George 
the Second’s reign was not a quarter of the fee 
usually paid for the same assistance to Mr. Elliott, 
of St James’s, Duke’s Place, in Charles the Second’s 
time. The saUors, who came from the river’s side 
to the precincts of the debtors’ gaol in companies 
of tens and twenties, to be coupled with the lowest 
women of the Thames -bank alleys, thought that 
half-a-crown was the full sum that a clergyman 
could fairly ask for his work at a single marriaga 
And cases often happened where a Fleet clergyman 
married a stingy couple for eighteenpence, or a 
shilling and a small glass of execrably bad brandy. 
Many of the spouses were so profligate and dis- 

* The number of the clergymen who subsisted in London, 
between the years 1700 and 1754, by officiating at irregular wed- 
dings, cannot l)e stated precisely ; but registers of their doings, 
preserved at the Bishop of London’s Registry and elsewhere, 
show that their uumlier was not less than seventy. In all they 
may have amounted to a hundred jK^rsous ; but of these lawless 
eoolesiastics it is not probable that so many as fifty were in 
practice at the same time. 



150 


BBIDXS Am) BRIDALS. 


honest that, on being made man and wife, they were 
not ashamed to run away from the scene of their 
wedding without giving the priest a single farthing. 

In the earlier years of George the Second’s time, 
however, a Fleet parson of good standing in his 
discreditable calling looked for a guinea from every 
couple whom he married, out of which sum he paid 
for the five-shilling stamp on the certificate of matri- 
mony that he delivered to the bridegroom. If the 
wedding was solemnized at a marrying tavern, the 
clergyman gave the tavern-keeper a gratuity of a 
shilling before he went away with three clear crown- 
pieces in his pocket. A gentleman of fashion and 
estate, entering marriage by the door of a public- 
house, besides paying the demanded guinea for work 
done and the stamped certificate, often threw the 
parson an additional guinea.* 

Most of the Fleet parsons were miserably indi- 
gent. Their earnings were as irregular as their 
practices ; and it often happened that a marrying 

* Successive Acts of 5 Will. Si Mary (a.d. 1694); 6 & 7 
Will. III. (a.d. leQ.-)); 7 & 8 Will. Ill, (a.d. 1G90) ; and 10 Anne, 
put a duty of five shillings on every marriage-license or marriage-cer- 
tificate. The reader may not commit the common error of mistaking 
the one document for the other. Fleet Clergj'men, of the loss indi- 
gent sort, seldom gave certificates on unstamjxid jiaper, though they 
habitually married couples without banns or liceiise. The Fleet 
bride, in the lowest social grades, usually went homo without any 
certificate of the ceremony that had made her a wife. Sooner or 
later, the parsons, who gave certificates on unstamjKid paper, fell into 
the hands of the informers and magistrates. ‘ The clergymen,* 
says a newspaper, a.d. 1730, ‘ who perform marriages within the 
rules of the Fleet Prison, are all under prosecution at the suit of 
the Crown, for not giving their certificates on stamped paper, 
pursuant to the statute in that use made and provided.* * 
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minister, living with a wife and children ‘ in the 
liberties,’ was in arrears for the weekly rent of his 
squalid lodging, and had not tasted brandy or bread 
for twenty-four hours. The bachelors of this strange 
brotherhood of clerical black -sheep could usually 
provide for their wants by acting as the salaried 
chaplains of the tavern-keepers, if not by the inde- 
pendent exercise of their profession ; but the unlucky 
married Fleet clergymen passed their lives in abject 
penury. ’ 

The case was very different with the few leaders 
of the profession who were aided by insinuating 
address and gentlemanlike appearance, and had 
aristocratic patrons in the fashionable quarters of 
the town. 

One of these comparatively fortimate offenders 
against the canons was the stately Dr. Gaynam, who 
lived for many years in Bride Lane, and never 
walked down Fleet Street in his sUk gown and bands 
without drawing attention to his commanding figure 
and handsome, though significantly rubicund, face. 
Nothing ever put the doctor out of humour or 
countenance. He was on several occasions required 
to bring one of his marriage -registers to the Old 
Bailey, and give evidence in a trial for bigamy ; but 
no gentleman of the long robe ever disturbed the 
equanimity of the shameless ecclesiastic, who, smiling 
and bowing courteously to his questioner, answered, 
‘Video ineliora, dcteriom sequor,’ when an advocate 
asked him, ‘ Are you not ashamed to come and own 
a clandestine marriage in the face of a court of 
justice V Even when Walter Chandler beat him with 
a stick, the doctor took his caning with well-bred 
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oompostire. The popular nickname of the <ipctor 
declared him the bishop of an extremely hot diocese, 
but his manner and language were never deficient in 
coolness. When this clerical notoriety disappeared 
firom the Fleet quarter, some time about the year 
1740, Dr. Edward Ashwell, a reprobate whose worst 
crimes against womankind were not perpetrated in 
the way of professional duty, came to the front rank 
of the lawless priests. 

' Peter Symson, who for a while officiated at the 
Mayfair Chapel during its proprietor’s incjirceration 
in the Fleet, was another of the more successful 
parsons in the marrying trade ; but at the present 
date his claims to commemoration in the annals of 
the irregular clergy rest chiefly on the neatness of 
the handbills which his touters used to force into 
the hands of gentlemen and ladies wjilking eastward 
along the Stmnd. The most attractive features of 
the reverend man’s ‘ card ’ were its announcement 
that he had formerly been chaplain to the Earl of 
Rothes,* and its cauti<ju.s intimation that he exer- 
cised his profession with his sovereign’s sanction. 


(i.R. 

At the True Chapei., 

At the Old Red Hand and Mitre, three doors from 
Fleet Lane and next door to the White .Swan, 

MjVRRlvge.s are performed RY .\UTII0U1TY 
By THE Reverend Ma Symson, 

Educated at the University of Cambridge and lute 
Chaplain to the Earl of Rothes. 

N.li. — WithnU Jmpodtidn. 
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Foot Mr. Symson lived to see the evil time whei» 
. the legislature abolished his department of the 
clerical calling, without compensating or making any 
kind of provision for its practitioners. 

Another Fleet clergyman, who survived till the 
same cruel period, was the Reverend Daniel Wig- 
more, who, in the pursuit of the strictly commercial 
side of the wedding trade, was guilty of indiscre- 
tions that caused him to be handed dowq. to pos- 
terity in the ‘ Daily Post,’ May 26, 17.38, as a dealer 
* convicted, before the Right Honourable the Lord 
Mayor, of selling spirituous liquors contrary to law.’ 
Even more unfortunate, in the presence of outraged 
justice, than this reverend retailer of spirits, was 
Mr. John Mottram, who bore for his arms ‘ S. a chev. 
Ajrg. charged with three roses between three cross- 
lets Or,’ and used to maiTy couples wthin the walls 
of the Fleet, not in the chapel of the prLson, but ‘ in 
a room of the Fleet they called the Lord Mayor’s 
Chapel, which was furnished with chairs, cusliions, 
and proper conveniences.’ It is recorded in the 
‘Weekly Journal,’ respecting this establishment for 
weddings, ‘that a coalheaver was generally set to 
ply at the door to recommend all couples, that had a 
mind, to be marry ’d, to the prisoner, who would do it 
cheaper than anybotly.’ Mr. Mottram could afford 
to be moderate in his charges, for he transacted an 
enormous amount of business. From one of its 
registers it appears that he maiTied more than 
2200 couples in a single year. He was a very 
obli^ng gentleman, and never declined to put on a 
certificate of marriage the date that was most agree 
able to the feelings of the bride. On the occasion 
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^of his trial at the Guildhall in 1717, before Lord 
Chief Justice Parker, it appeared that this aocom* 
modating spirit had caused him to enrich certificates 
of his own penmanship with dates prior to the day 
of his own ordination. Convicted of solemnising 
marriages unlawfully, Mr. Mottram was fined 2001. ; 
but this misadventure did not- deter him from per- 
severing in the practices to which he is indebted 
for notice in the present work. Ten years later he 
retired from practice, — perhaps also from life. 

The Reverend Robert Cuthbert, solemnizer of 
matrimony in and near Fleet Street {temp. 1723- 
1730), was remarkable in his day as one of the best 
riders and judges of horseflesh in London. His 
equestrian taste caused him- to prefer country to 
town practice ; and he was seen to best advantage 
just as he put spur to the flank of his blood-mare, 
and went oft' at a hand-gallop to keep a professional 
appointment at Richmond or Windsor. He used to 
pay his groom 10/. a year, — liberal wages for a man- 
servant a hundred-and-forty years since. Whether 
the groom distributed his employer’s handbills his- 
tory has omitted to say ; but it is probable he was 
by turns touter and stableman. 

Whoever thinks meanly of the Reverend, John 
Lando, whilom ‘ chaplain to His Majesty’s ship “ The 
Falkland," ’ holds an opinion at variance with that 
gentleman's estimate of himself ; for Mr. Lando used 
to inform the readers of newspaper -advertisements 
that he was a ^ gentleman' who had ‘ gloriously dis- 
tinguished himself in defence of his king and coun- 
try/ and that he was ' determined to have everything 
conducted with the utmost decency and regularity* 
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at his place of business, ‘ the New Chapel, next to 
the China Shop, near Fleet Bridge, London.’ His 
charge for oflficiating at a wedding, and providing 
the happy couple with a ‘ certificate and crown 
stamp,’ was a guinea. He was ‘ a regular-bred cler- 
gyman,’ in spite of the calumnious insinuations of his 
rivals ; and he was ‘ above committing those little 
mean actions that some men impose on people.’ * In 
his zeal for the welfare of society, he taught young 
people Latin and French at his chapel three times 
a-week. 

But of all the Fleet clergymen, the one to make 
the largest and soimdest success was the Reverend 
Walter Wyatt, who began to marry couples in Queen 
Anne’s time, and followed his calling to the time of 
his death in March, 1 700, when he left to his child- 
ren a considerable property that he had accumulated 
in the course of practice. It is probable that he 
had a share in the profits of the taverns which his 
brother William managed successively in Seacoal 
Lane and Fleet Market. It is certain that the two 

* ‘ Marriages with a license, certificate, and a Crown Stamp, 
at a guinea, at the Now Chapel, next door to the China Shop, near 
Fleet Bridge, London, by a regular bred Clergyman, and not by a 
Fleet Parson, as is insinuated in the public papers ; and that the 
town may lie freed from mistakes, no Clergyman being a prisoner 
in the Rules of the Fleet dare marry ; and to obviate all doubts, 
this chapel is not in the verge of the Fleet, but kept by a gentle- 
man who was lately Chaplain on board one of His Majesty’s men- 
of-war, and likewise has gloriously distinguished himself in defence 
of his king and countr}% and is above committing those little 
mean actions that some men im|)ose on people, l>eing deteimiued 
to have everything conducted with the utmost decency and regu- 
larity, such as shall be always supported in law and equity .’ — Yidt 
* Doily Advertiser.’ 
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brothers played into one another’s hands, and that 
whilst the inn-keeper sent the dergyman many a 
piece of derical work, the Reverend Walter took 
every occasion to recommend his brother’s house of 
entertainment. The entries in one of the dergy- 
man’s note-books show that he received in October 
1748, for officiating at weddings during the course of 
that month, 57Z. 12 a 9d . ; and it does not appear 
that this sum exceeded his average monthly earn- 
ings during the height of his activity. In estimating 
his income, it should, moreover, be borne in mind 
that the Fleet parson, in addition to the fees paid for 
his serdces at weddings, derived considerable emolu- 
ment from the custody of registers of marriages, 
which no one could inspect without his pennission. 
For every copy of an entry in his records, he received 
a fee, the amount of which it devolved on him to 
fix. He sometimes charged as much tts two guineas 
for a copy of a matrimonial certificate. As the 
keeper of registers that contained or might be 
foimd to contain seiwiceable information, solicitors, 
searching for evidence of marriage.s, paid him in 
the course of years a great deal of money. He 
was, also, from time to time, paid highly for his 
evidence in law-suits whose result depended on bin 
testimony. 

By his will the Reverend Walter Wyatt ap- 
pointed his brother William to be guardian of bin 
children, bequeathed to his son William his library 
and sermons, and made bequests to his daughters, 
Jemima, Katherine, and Mary, to the last-named of 
whom — the wife of Mr. Thomas Gorden of Colebrook, 
— ^he left his estate in Oxfordshira Several of the 
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descendants of this fortunate clergyman of the Fleet 
did, or are doing, well in life. His son went to Gam- 
bridge, and on taking orders acquired important 
preferments in the Church, which enabled him to 
provide adequately for a numerous family. 

Walter Wyatt does not appear to have been alto- 
gether guiltless of the highly criminal practices that 
were usual with the Fleet clergy ; but, notwith- 
standing the bad account he gave of himself* in a 
moment of contrition, he may be credited with 
respectability, in as far as it was possible for a man 
of his calling to be decent and honest. The most 
serious professional blunder of which he was guilty, 
occurred towards the close of his career, when, after 
Alexander Keith’s committal to the Fleet, he esta- 
blished a chapel in the ‘ Sun ’ public-house, hard by 
the little Mayfair ‘chapel with a porch,’ and endea- 

• In one of his several diaries and registers he wrote : — ‘ Give 
to eveiy man his due, and learn ye the way of truth. This advice 
cannot be taken by those that are concerned in ye Fleet marriages; 
not 80 much as ye priest can do ye thing yt is just and right there 
unless he designs to starve. For by lying, bullying, and swearing 
to extort money from the silly and unwary people, you advance 
" your business and gets ye pelf, which always wastes like snow in 
sunshiney day.* Again, ‘ The fear of the Lord is the beginning of 
wisdom. The marrying in the Fleet is the beginning of eternal 
' woe.* Again, ‘ If a dark or plyer tells a lye, you must vouch it to 
be as true as ye gospel ; and if disputed you must affirm with an 
oath to ye truth of a downright damnable falsehood. Virtus 
laudatur et alget.* Again, ‘ May God forgive me what is past, 
and give grace to forsake a wicked place, where truth and virtue 
can*t take place, unless you resolve to starve.* Probably the poor 
man was recovering from an illness when he wrote thus peniten- 
tialiy. Anyhow, ho was superior to most of his professional com- 
petitors in being capable of shame and remorse, even as he was 
superior to them in decency and general honesty. 
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voured to increase his income by a branch practioe in 
the West End of the town. But in this attempt to 
encroach on a rival’s ground he did not persevere. 
After a few weeks of disappointment he withdrew 
his assistant from the Sun Tavern, and decided to 
leave the deputies of the imprisoned Keith in undis- 
puted possession of the Mayfair public.* 

The practitioner, on whose ground Walter Wyatt 
thus intruded with no good result, was the irregular 
parson whose doings were most famUiar to the 
quality of the West End. A man of good presence, 
insinuating manners, and jocular tongue, Alexander 
Keith had oflSciated as Header of the Rolls’ Chapel, 
when he was appointed in 1 730, to be the incum- 
bent of the Mayfair Proprietary Chapel, — a building 
recently erected to minister to the spiritual needs of 
a new quarter of squares and streets, chiefly inha- 
bited by aristocratic families. The j)reiicher for a 
w^hile filled the new pulpit to the unqualified satis-^ 
faction of his electors. HLs ehupience drew a large 
congregation to the chapel, and ‘ society ’ declared 
him to be a young man who Avould rise to the 
highest offices of the Churcli. HLs endowments were 


* Whilst Wyatt’s agent was vainly labouring to establish him- 
self in Mayfair, Mr. Keith caused the following paragniph to be 
inserted in some of the London papers: — * Mr. Keith perceiving 
by the newspapers that it has been artfully insinuated that Mr. 
Keith’s chapel in Mayfair is removed lower down, this is to satisfy 
the publick that the chajKjl set up in the Sun Tavern, one pair of 
stairs, is not Mr. Keith’s ; but Mr. Keith’s chapel continues to be 
where it was l>efore, namely, within ten yards of the Great Chapel, 
where the marriages are j)erformed by a regular clergyman, for a 
guinea as usual, under the license, on a five>shilling stamp and cer- 
tificate.’ — Vide ‘ Humours of the Fleet.’ 
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80 conBiderable that he would, perhaps, have fulfilled 
the predictions of his admirers, had he not first lived 
with extravagance, and then, in the hope of liberating 
bjmHftlf from pecuniary difficulties, had recourse to 
improper practices to increase the number of fashion- 
able marriages solemnized at his chapel. The great 
world having taken him by the hand, he found no 
difficulty in persuading the fair leaders of fashion to 
'Come to his chapel for the celebration of the wed- 
,gs of their sisters and daughters. It became the 
for damsels of high degree to be married by 
r. Keith and at his chapel, — a change in fashion 
t sorely displeased Dr. Tiebeck, the Hector of St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, who saw his church in 
danger of losing a prestige that w’as in several ways 
agreeable and beneficial to its chief clei’gyman. To pre- 
serve a lucrative monopoly and the privileges of his 
office, the rector declared that mamages solemnized 
in his parish without special license should be cele- 
brated nowhere but in the parish church. Mr. Keith 
thought otherwise, and defied the rector to stop his 
industry in matrimonial work. Society sided at first 
with Mr. Keith, — because he was well-looking and 
witty ; because he was poor and known to want the 
nuptial fees ; and yet more, because he was ‘ the 
fashion.’ It seemed only fair that the young clergy- 
1 man should be allowed to officiate at the weddings 
of the brides who were members of his regular flock. 
Dr. Trebeck should be content with his splendid 
living, and allow Mr. Keith to do his best to make an 
income at his unendowed cbapeL 

In his dispute with Dr. Trebeck, and the litiga- 
tion consequent on the dispute, society wont with 
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Mr. Keith ; but the Judge at Doctors’ Commoiis 
decreed for the rector. Keith argued his case witii 
much clever talk and bad law. The adverse decision 
caused the defendant to lose his temper; and in 
reply to a sentence of e.xcomimmication, he had the 
effronteiy to tell his congregjition that he had ex- 
communicated the Rector of St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, Bishop Gibson, and the Judge who had 
given the unjust judgment. The impudent retort 
did not affect the decree or its consecpiences. Com- 
pelled to retire from Mayfair Cliapel,* the Rev. Alex- 

♦ * To prcvont mi-stakes,' he advertiseii, ‘ the little new chapel 
in Mav Fair, near Hyde Park (Vnier, is in the comer house oppo- 
site to the city side of the ^reat chajiel, and within ten yards of 
it, and the minister and clerk live in tlio same comer house where 
the little chapel is ; and the licA’iise on a crow’n stamp, minister 
and clerk’s fees, tojrether with the certificate, amount to one guinoft 
as heretoft»re, at any hour till four in the aftenuKUi. And that it 
may l>e the l>etter known, there is a jKirch at the d<x)r like a 
countiy-church p^^rch .’ — Vide ‘Daily Post When Harriet Byron, 
the heroine of Kichardson’s ‘ Sir (’harles Dnindistui/ w’os seised 
and kidnapj)ed, on leavin^r the laiustpierade in the Haymarket, by 
order of Sir Har^ve INdlexfen. the agent of the dialndical baro- 
net told the iKfarers of the sedan in which she w*as placed that she 
was an heiress who cxjK'cted to Ik,* tiken off to the Mayfair ChapeL 
‘To prevent their curiosity,’ Mr. Reeves wrote to (Seorge Selby, 
Esq., ‘ and entirely remr>ve their diflieulties, the villain told them 
that his young lady was an heiress, and ha<i agretsl to go off from 
the masquerade with her lover; but that the gentleman would not 
apj)ear U) them till she came to the very house to which she was 
to be conveyed. She thiids, siiifl the hellish villain, that she is to 
he carried to the Mat/fair VhojK'l^ and to be vwrried directly ; and 
that the minister (unseasonable as the hour is) will ho there in 
readiness. But the gentleman, whf) is a man of the utmost hon- 
our, intends first to try whether she cannot obtain her friends' 
consent. Sf», when she finds her way lengthened, proceeded the * 
vile wretch, she w ill perhaps bo frightened, and w ill ask me qnaiK 
tions / — Vide ‘Sir Charles Graudison,' Letter XXV. 
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aader Keith opened the little house ‘ with a porch 
at the door like a country church porch/ to which 
reference has already been made, and told his friends 
thp-f. he would be the Fleet parson of Mayfair, and 
many the young ladies of Hyde Park as effectually 
ias Walter Wyatt married the citizens’ daughters in 
jpleet Market. 

The Reverend Alexander Keith was not permitted 
officiate for many months at the chapel with the 
orch. The decree of excommunication was delivered 
Ictober 27, 1742, and in the April of the following 
i^ear he was committed to Fleet Prison for contempt 
‘ court, or, as a writer in the ‘ Daily Post ’ expressed 
it, ‘ for contempt of the Holy and Mother Church / 
and in the Fleet he perished on the poor side, De- 
cember 13, 1758, after an incarceration of more than 
fifteen years. 

During the first eleven years of this long term of 
iprisonment, the captive lived in as good rooms as 
the warden of the gaol could tdlot an affluent prisoner ; 
id his means afforded him a luxurious table, for, 
^0 long as the legislature suffered the lawless clergy 
'to continue their practices in the marriage-market, 
the chapel for weddings in Mayfair had an abundance 
of business that was transacted by the propiietor’s 
^curates, — Messrs. Peter Symson, Fnuicis Devenan, 
j John Grierson, and Walker. After paying his as- 
sistants liberally, the prisoner derived from his ‘office 
of wedlock’ an income that enabled him to fare 
sumptuously and make a figure in the gaol. 

To keep himself in the woi’ld's memory, and feed 
the social sympathy that rendered his chapel success- 
fid, he advertised steadily in the chief newspapers of 
VOL. IL M 
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the town, alluding with alternate seriousness and 
jocosity to his sufferings at the hands of episcopal 
persecutors, and telling the loiterers of the St. James’s 
and Mayfair quarters how cheaply they could be mar- 
ried by regularly ordained clergymen at the little 
house round the corner of Clarges Street. When 
his wife died, in 1749, he informed his admirers and 
others, by advertisement, that her body had been 
embalmed and consigned to the care of an apotheca ry, 
at whose house in South Audley Street it would 
remain until her inconsolable husband, on the trixunph 
of reUgious hberty in England, should recover his free- 
dom, and be able to follow her coffin to the grave.* 
Some twelve or fourteen months before his wife’s 
death, the martyr, on losing one of his sons, made 
the boy’s interment an occasion for calling attention 
to the little establishment near Hyde Park Comer. 
The corpse was conveyed from the Fleet Prison to 
Covent Garden Churchyard by bearers who paused 
repeatedly on their way, in order that spectators of 
the funereal procession might read the inscription on 
the coffin and the placard pinned to the pall, which 

* ‘ We arc informed, ’ aaid the ‘ Daily Advertiser,’ January 23, 
1750, ‘that Mrs. Keith’s corpse was removed from her husband’s 
house in May I'air, in the middle of October last, to an apothe- 
cary’s in South Audley Street, where she lies in a room hung with 
mourning, and is to continue there till Mr. Keith can attend the 
funeral. The way to Mr. Keith’s chat»el is through Piccadilly by 
the end of St. James’s Street and down Clarges Street, and turn 
on the left hand. The marriages (together with a license on ft 
five-shilling stamp and certificate) are carried on for a guinea as 
usual, any time till four in the aftenioon, by another regular clergy- 
man, at Mr. Keith’s Little Chapel, near Hyde Park Comer, opposite 
the great chapel, and within ten yards of it • there is a porch at 
the door like a country church porch .’ — Vide ‘ Daily Advertiser.’ 
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set forth the grievances endured by the exemplary 
Mr. Keith. Having thrown the father into a dun- 
geon for labouring in the cause of domestic morality, 
the bishops were deliberately murdering his offepring. 
All that the afflicted author of the inscriptions asked 
of his fellow-countrymen was, that they would sym- 
pathize with him, and be married at the chapel with 
a porch. 

The martyr had his consolations in good wine, 
excellent dinners, amusing literature, and many vi- 
sitors. He belonged to the ‘ best set ’ of his college ; 
and piquant stories floated about town of his sayings 
and doings. It was rumoured in Bond Street that 
> he had opened a chapel in the Fleet, where he mar- 
ried thousands yearly.* On hearing that his enemies, 

* If there were any foundations of fact for this absurd report, 
they were very slight. That Keith may, in the secresy of his 
prison chamber, have solemnized matrimony between some of the 
many persons who visited him is not improbable. But since the 
tenth year of Queen Anne the Wardens of the Fleet were careful 
that no large number of weddings should occur within the actual 
walls of the prison. In 1745, how^ever, the Wardens of the Gaol 
published a manifesto and took other steps for the suppression of 
irregular matrimony, which imply that the lawless custom had 
recently become more general within the liberties of the prison, if 
not in the prison itself. ‘ Advertisement for Suppression of Fleet 
Marriages. 1745. — Whereas the methods hitherto taken to pre- 
vent clandestine marriages at the Fleet have proved ineffectual, 
though legal notice hath been given by the Warden of the Fleet 
to such of his tenants in w’hose houses it is reputed Such marriages 
have been suffered, to quit the possession thereof : therefore, and 
as such warning cannot immediately have the desired effect, this 
publick notice is given. That whoever shall make it appear to the 
warden’s satisfaction that any of his prisoners shall at any time 
hereinafter clandestinely marry, or be in any manner however con- 
cerned in any clandestine mamago, or suffer such marriages to be 
performed in his, her, or their houses or lodgings, such person or 
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the bishops, had secured the co-operation of Lord 
Hardwicke, and would put an end to irregular ma- 
trimony by an enactment of terribly stem provisions, 
he observed to a party of friends assembled at his 
table, ‘ So they will hinder my marrying. Well, let 
’em, but I’U be revenged ; I’ll buy two or three acres 

of ground, and by ! I’ll under-bury them.’ He 

became less jocular, however, when the Chancellor’s 
meastu-e had become law, and stopped for ever the 
business of his little chapel, where no less than sixty- 
one weddings (exaggerated to ‘ near a hundi'ed ’ by a 
writer in the ‘ Gentleman’s Magazine ’) took place on 
the day before the new Marriage Act came into force, 
— i. e. Lady Day, 1 7.54. 

No irregular clergyman suffered more than Alex- 
ander Keith from the reform which substituted 
Gretna Green matches for Fleet marriages. Though 
the receipts of his chapel had been very large for 
eleven years, he had made no provision against the 
rainy days that followed upon its extinction. The 
expenses of the concern — in payments to advertisers 
and touters, and salaries to clerical assistants — had 
been great. Luxurious in his habits, the proprietor 

persons making sucli discovery shall receive a guinea reward from 
the Turnkey of the said prison. — William Manning, Turnkey/ 
It is possible that this order was issued in consequence of mar- 
riages solemnized, or said to have been solemnized, in Mr. Keith*s 
room. It is very probable that it occasioned the report of the 
clergyman’s activity in the gaol. Readers should ‘bear in mind 
that writers of the last century used the words ‘ married in the 
Fleet ’ veiy loosely. Weddings done in the liVicrties or near Fleet 
Ditch, and even irregular marriages in the neighbourhood of town, 
were often said to have been solemnized in or at the Fleet, though 
neither bride, nor groom, nor parson had ever put foot within 
prison. 
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had been constrained to live in the most expensive 
hotel in all London. His wife had been extravagant, 
and his children squandered a great deal of pocket- 
money in their genteel idleness. And when the till 
of the Mayfair marrying chapel was emptied out for 
the last time on the eve of Lady Day, 1754, the 
prisoner was in no humour to make jests about 
his arrangements for under -burying, the parochial 
incumbents. 

After a brief interval, spent in writing penitential 
letters to the bishop of London, and begging letters 
to rich men who had known him in the days of his 
prosperity, Alexander Keith relinquished his cham- 
bers in the aristocratic quarter of the gaol, and hired 
a dirty mattress on the poor side, in an attic which 
he shared with half a score loathsome wretches. The 
last stage of his career was unspeakably dismal and 
repulsive. No fictions of the law mitigated the 
horrors of his imprisonment as it neared the end. The 
man who, if he had been prudent and law-respecting, 
might have won a mitre, or died in green old age 
under the roof of his deanery, fell from grade to 
grade of misery to the lowest state of Fleet-prison 
wretchedness. He was fast sinking to this lowest 
depth of degradation when Mr. Brooke, of Water 
Lane — an engraver whom he had employed to print 
cards and forms of marriage-certificates — appealed 
to social benevolence in the fallen clergyman’s behalf 
by means of advertisements.* Whether Mr. Brooke, 

• One of Mr. Brooke’s advertisements ran thus: — ‘To the 
Compassionate. — By the late Marriage Act the Rev. Mr. Keith, 
from a great degree of affluence, is redviced to such a deplorable 
state of misery in the Fleet Prison as is much better to be con- 
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whose literary style was inferior to his benevolence, 
drew from newspaper readers any considerable sums 
for the good of his proUg^, I cannot say ; but it is 
certain they were not sufficient to restore the captive 
to the aristocratic division of the prison. The Rev. 
Alexander Keith, for a brief while one of London’s 
most popular preachers, and for a long while its 
most notorious clerical black-sheep, died on the poor 
side of the Fleet. Thus perished the adventurer 
who in the heyday of his discreditable popularity 
‘constructed’ m Mayfair, what Horace Walpole 
called, ‘ a very bishopric for revenue.’ 

ceived than related, aud having scarce any other thing than bread 
and water to subsist on. It is to be hoj)ed he will be deemed 
truely undeser\dng such a fate, when the Public are assured that, 
not foreseeing such an unhappy stroke of fortune as the late Act, 
he yearly expended almost his whole income (which amounted to 
several hundred pounds per annum) in relieving not only single dis- 
tressed persons, but even whole families of the wretched objects of 
his compassion. This can be attested by several persons of the 
strictest character and reputation, as well as by numbers who ex- 
perienced his bounty. Mr. Keith s present calamitous situation 
renders him perhaps as great an object of charity himself, all cir- 
cumstances considered, as ever in his better days partook of his 
own assistance, and that of others equally compassionate, and 
is indeed sufficient to awaken humanity in the most unchan- 
table. Any gentleman or lady may be satisfied of the above by 
appealing to Mr. Brooke, engraver, facing Water Lane, Fleet 
Street, by whom donations will be received for the use of Mr. 
Keith .’ — Vide ‘ Humours of the Fleet.’ 
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LORD HARDWICKE’s MARRIAGE ACT. 

The secular legislation for the suppression of un- 
canonical matrimony began with the enactment of 
5 William and Mary, A.D. 1694, entitled ‘An Act for 
granting to their Majesties several duties upon 
vellum, parchment, and paper for four years, towards 
carrying on the war against France’ — a measure 
which, without calling attention to the irregular 
practices of the Fleet cla’gy,. or professing to have 
any object in view besides the increase of the re- 
venue, put a tax of five shillings on ‘ every skin or 
piece of vellum or parchment, or sheet or piece of 
paper, upon which any license or certificate of mar- 
riage, or any letters of mart shall be engrossed.’ 
Much was expected from this clause of the money 
bill by financial officers and ecclesiastical disciplin- 
arians. And much came of it, to the dissatisfaction 
of the financiers, and to the grievous disappointment 
of the prelates and other promoters of order in the 
Church. 

By increasing the inducements to marry irregu- 
larly, it added to the number of persons who made 
clandestine matches, and brought much less to the 
national purse than the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had hoped to get from it. The Fleet clergy gave 
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ironical tbanks to the decorous churchmen who had 
incited the ministry to heighten the costs of canon* 
ical marriages by a tax that rendered iiregular 
wedlock more popular and creditable. 

The next step taken by the legislature, with 
respect to marriages, was even more fruitful of 
chagrin to the bishops and their parochial incum- 
bents. Whilst stimulating matrimony, by taxing 
all bachelors and childless widows over twenty-five 
years of age, and not receiving alms, the Act,* 6 & 7 
William III. a.d. 1695, strengthened still further the 
causes of iiTegular wedlock by laying the heavy 
imposts on marriage mentioned in a previous 
chapter. By marrying clandestinely, a prudent 
couple might avoid the heavy tax which would 
certainly be required of them if they solemnized 
their wedding openly. Aware that the marriage-tax 
would afiect favourably the solemnizers of secret 
matrimony, the fi:umer3 of the new enactment pro- 
vided that every clergyman found guilty of officiating 
at weddings solemnized without banns or license, 
should ‘ forfeit the sum of one hundred pounds, to 
be recovered by action of debt, bUl, plaint, or in- 
formation, in any of His Majesty’s Court.s of Record.’ 
Each fine, it was ordered, should be equally divided 
between the sovereign and the infoimer. It was 
fiirther ordered that on a second conviction the 
clergyman so offending should be suspended ffiom 
his oflSce and preferments for three years. 

* Dntituled, ‘ An Act for Granting to His Majesty certain 
Kates and Duties upon Marriages, Births, and Burials, and upon 
Bachelors and Widowers, for the term of five years, for canying on 
the War against France with vigour.’ 
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A gain the Fleet clergy declared iroxiically that 
the bishops and other members of parliament were 
their very good friends. Prosecutions to be success- 
ful in a constitutionally governed country must be 
supported with good evidence, or at least with a 
semblance of sufficient testimony. And it was soon 
found that it was no easy thing to get legal evidence 
of a strictly clandestine marriage, i. e. of an act done 
by three persons, two of whom were - bound in 
honour, and the third by self-interest, to keep the 
affidr secret. Several prosecutions were instituted 
against notorious Fleet parsons, but most of them 
failed — either through want of evidence or the un- 
lawful sympathy of juries. Drawn chiefly from the 
social grades in which clandestine wedlock was 
fast growing to be universal, London jurymen 
sided with the lawless priests, and gave them the 
full benefit of all reasonable doubts, and something 
more. 

When the prosecution of a Fleet parson re- 
sulted in a verdict against the delinquent, he was 
usually found unable to pay the fine, in which case 
the informer had nothing for his trouble. The 
penal clause stimulated the caution and secretive 
wariness of the lawless ecclesiastics, without lessen- 
ing their number or eagerness for employment The 
fi^ of suspension, ‘ ab ojficio et benejicm’ was not 
powerfully operative in the minds of clergymen who 
had no benefices, and never did duty openly in places 
subject to episcopal jurisdiction. 

Having thus taken two w^rong steps, the legis- 
lature made a leap in the same direction. Yet 
ffirther to terrify the clergymen who had nothing 



170 


BBIDEB AND BRIDALS. 


to lose, or were extremely cautious to take care of 
what they had, the Act, 7 & 8 Wm. III. c. 35, 
amended the Act of the preceding year by ordering 
that a clergyman guilty of solemnizing matrimony 
without banns or license should forfeit I OOZ. for each 
offence proved against him. To deter the parochial 
incumbents from competing cautiously with the 
tavern parsons, the same Act directly benefited the 
last-named practitioners, by ordering that any in- 
cumbent who vnttingly suffered his church or chapel 
to be used for one of the prohibited weddings, should 
forfeit lOOZ., though he had not himself celebrated 
the lawless marriage. By this Act any clergyman 
guilty of employing a curate to officiate at lawless 
weddinofs was made liable to a fine of lOOZ. for each 
of his curate’s offences, the curate being no less sub- 
ject to the fine for each of his own misdemeanourfk 
But the provisions of this unwise enactment, which 
occasioned the Fleet clergy esi^ecial satisfaction, were 
the penalty of lOZ. laid upon every groom guilty of 
joining hands vath his bride at a lawless wedding, 
and the penalty of 5Z. for each offence, laid upon 
every person guilty of assisting as ‘ clerk’ or ‘ sexton’ 
at a marriage celebrated without banns or license. 

Before the enactment of 7 & 8 Wm. HI. c. 35, 
it was in the power of any rogue married at a 
tavern-wedding to inform against the officiating 
clergyman, without rendering himself liable to pun- 
ishment for his part in the irregular transaction. 
Any clerk or other person who assisted at a marriage 
without license or banns, could also with impunity 
turn informer against the lawless priest But ly 
placing a penalty on persons wedded to their bridet 
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in violation of the law, and on laymen assisting at 
the prohibited celebrations of wedlock, the last of 
William the Third’s Marriage Acts closed the mouths 
of individuals who were best qualified and most 
likely to give conclusive evidence against the peccant 
clergymen. 

Like William the Third’s enactments against 
wedlock solemnized without license or banns, Queen 
Anne’s Marriage Act (10 Anne, c. 19)'^ regarded the 

♦ The title of this act is a curiosty, so demonstrative of the 
spirit in which the lef^islature commenced the work of matrimonial 
reform, that some of my readers will perhaps like to peruse it 
* An Act for Laying several Duties upon all Sope and Paper made 
in Great Britain, or imported into tlie same ; and upon Chequered 
and StrijMjd Linens imj^rted ; and uj>on certain Silks, Callicoes, 
Linens, and Stuffs, printed, painted, or stained ; and upon several 
kinds of Stampt Velloin, Parchment, and Paper; and upon certain 
Hinted Papers, Pamphlets, and Advertisements : for raising the sum 
of eighteen hundred thousand pounds by way of a Lottery towards 
Her Majesties supplys ; and for Licensing an additional number of 
Hackney Chairs ; and for Charging certain Stocks of Cards and 
Dice ; afid for better securing Her Majesties Duties to arise in the 
OJIke for the Stamp Duties hg Licenses of Marriages and otherwist ; 
and for Relief of Persons who have not claimed their Lottery 
Tickets in due times or have lost Exchequer Bills or Lottery Tick- 
ets ; and for Borrowing money upon Stock (part of the capital of 
the South Sea Company) for the use of the public/ The scrap of 
marriage-law thus inserted amongst rules for licensing hackney 
chairs and relieving careless gamblers in public lotteries runs 
thus: — ‘And whereas great loss hath happened of the duties 
already upon stampt vellom, pardiment, and paper ; and other 
inconveniences daily grow from clandestine marriages : for remedy 
thereof for the future. Be it enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That every parson, vicar, or curate, or other person in holy orders, 
beneficed or unbenehoed, who shall after the four-and-twentieth 
day of June, one thousand seven hundred and twelve, marry any 
person in any church or chapel, exempt or not exempt, or in any 
*place whatsoever, without publication of the banns of matrimony 
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offence from a financial point of view. Indeed, her 
measure for the correction of the evil was nothing 
more than a clause inserted in a long money-bill 

between the respective parties according to law, or without license 
first had and obtained from the proper ordinary for the said mar- 
riage, shall for every such offence forfeit the sum of one hundred 
pounds, to be recovered, with full cost of suit, by action of debt, 
bill, plaint, or information, in any of Her Majesties Courts of Re- 
cord at Westminster, wherein no es.soign, protection, or wager of 
law, or more than one imparlance, shall be allowed ; one moiety 
thereof to the Queen, her heirs and successors, and the other 
moiety to him or them who shall sue for the same ; and if such 
offender shall be a prisoner in anj' prison or gaol (other than a 
county gaol) at the time of such offence committed, and shall be 
duly convicted of such offence, by action or information, as afore- 
said, then upon oath made of such imprisonment l)efore any judge 
of Her Majesties Courts of Record at Westminster, and upon pro- 
ducing a copy of the record of such conviction, to be likewise 
proved upon oath before the said judges (wliich oaths the said 
judge is hereby empowered to administer), the said judge is hereby 
required to grant his w’arrant to the keeper of the gaol or prison 
where such offender is a prisoner (which warrant such keeper is 
hereby required to obey) to remove sucli offender to the gaol of 
that county where such offender is a prisoner, there to remain 
charged in execution with the penalty inflicted by this Act, and 
with all and every the causes of his former imprisonment ; and if 
any gaoler or keejier of any prison shall be privy to, or knowingly 
permit, any marriage to be solemnized in his said prison, before 
publication of banns, or license obtained, as aforesaid, he shall for 
every such offence forfeit the sum of one hundred j>ounds, to be 
recovered and distributed as aforesaid ; — saving nevertheless to all 
archbishops, bishops, archdeacons, and other ordinaries, their vicars 
general, commissaries, and officials, the free exercise of all ecclesi- 
astical jurisdiction, and full power and authority of inflicting all 
such pains and censures for this or any other crime or crimes, as 
they might have done if this Act had not been made. Provided 
always that the said prohibition for marriages do not ^extend to 
that part of Great Britain called Scotland / — Fide Statutes at 
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that laid imposts on half a hundred thirds, as well 
as on marriage-licenses and certificates of matrimony. 
Renewing the penalty of lOOi for each offence of a 
Fleet parson, and making provision for the treat- 
ment of clerical delinquents guilty of officiating at 
irregular weddings whilst they were confined in any 
prison, this section of a lengthy statute left it to 
the spiritual tribunals to punish the offenders for 
their ecclesiastical misconduct. 

Stimulated by the measures enacted for its ex- 
tinction, the practice of marrying clandestinely 
became more general in every class of society. 
Whilst the dissenters had recourse to it at the in- 
stigation of conscientious scruples and repugnance 
to episcopal authority, the poor adopted it as the 
cheapest kind of matrimony. At the same time 
thousands of thrifty spouses, who had no disinclina- 
tion to enter parochial churches to receive the 
ministrations of the clergy, and ■who could have 
easily afforded to buy licenses, were wedded secretly, 
for the avoidance of expense, or for the sake of 
expedition. So far as London is concerned, it may 
be stated that clandestine wedlock was almost 
universal amongst the vei'y poor, very general in the 
lower of the middle classes, frequent in the higher 
middle grades, and not uncommon amongst the rich 
and aristocratic, Horace Walpole’s familiar and 
piquant account of the Duke of Hamilton’s court- 
ship and marriage of Miss Eliza Gunning has caused 
readers of the nineteenth century to imagine that, 
in wedding his bride irregularly, the duke committed 
an act scandalously at variance witir the usage of 
the lighter and laxer members of his social class. 
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But a survey of the irregular registers still in 
existence will satisfy inquirers that during the 
valence of Fleet matrimony a considerable minority 
of our aristocratic folk were married in the pro- 
hibited manner.* 

In the second quarter of the eighteenth centiny, 
the evils arising from Fleet wedlock were so flagrant, 
and the habitual practices of the lowest kind of Fleet 
parsons were so abominable, that the more serious 
and impartial observers of English society cried out 
for their suppression. Again and again cases were 


* Horace Walpole, who distinguished himself by denouncing 
Lord Hardwicke's Marriage Act, first as a member of Parliament and 
subsequently as an historian, belonged to a fiimily that had private 
reasons for defending irregular wedlock. His great-uncle, Sir 
Edward Walpole, w’edded, without banns or license, March 26, 
1691, at St. James’s, Duke’s Place, Anne, daughter of Thomas 
Duke of Leeds, and widow of Robert Coke of Holkham ; and his 
sister-in-law, the Countess of Orford, was wedded, May 25, 1751, 
to the Hon. Sewallis Shirley, fourth son of Robert, Earl Ferrers, 
at the Mayfair Chapel, the scene of the Duke of Hamilton’s hasty 
union with Miss Gunning. At the same chapel, March 23, 1748, 
the Hon. George Carpenter, afterwards the third Lord Carpenter 
(created Earl Tyrconnel in 1761), married Frances Clifton, daugh> 
ter and heiress of Sir Robert Clifton, Bart., of Clifton, Notta. 
Here are some of the Fleet weddings that occurred in our aristo- 
cracy during the forty years immediately preceding the enactment 
of Lord Hardwicke’s Marriage Bill : — 1. On November 20, 1715, 
William Johnson, second Marquess of Annandale, to Charlotta 
Vanlore Vanden Bempden, only daughter and heiress of John Van- 
den Bempden, of Pall Mall. 2. On September 25, 171 8,. William 
Phipps (father of the first Baron Mulgrave) to Lady Catherine 
Annisley, daughter and heiress of James the fourth Earl of Angle- 
sea, by Lady Catherine Darnley, natural daughter of James the 
Second. 3. On August 5, 1720, William Wilmcr, of LywHl, North- 
amptonshire, to Lady Mary Benct, daughter of the first Earl of 
TankerviUe. 4. On May 6, 1724, Right Hon. Edward Lord 
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brought to light" by the proceedings of West- 
minster Hall and the Old Bailey, which made it 
clear that the marriage-registers of the Fleet clergy 
were unreliable. It was proved that one of these 
clerical black-sheep had repeatedly ante-dated records 
of wedlock. It was shown that some of them had 
inserted in their registers utterly false statements, 
which represented that marriages had been solemnized 
by persons who had never been married. Every 
month had its astounding story of crime perpetrated 
under cover of spurious wedlock, celebrated by a 


Abergavenny to Catherine Patton, who subsequently married her 
tirst husband^s cousin and successor, William Lord Abergavenny. 
5. On February 11, 1728, Anthony Henley (eldest brother of the 
Lord Chancellor, Robert, Earl of Northington) to Lady Elizabeth 
Berkeley, daughter of James, third Earl of Berkeley. 6. On Janu- 
ary 20, 1729, the Right Hon, John Bourke (subsequently eighth 
Viscount Mayo) to Catherine Hamilton, daughter of Major Whit- 
gift Aylmer. 7. On May 16, 1733, Sir John Leigh to Anne Ken- 
nedy, a wedding that gave rise to a famous lawsuit. 8. On April, 
1735, the Right Hon, Robert Lord Montagu (son of the first Duke 
and himself subsequently the third Duke of Manchester) to Mary 
Frazier. 9, On August 18, 1735, John George Ogilvie, fifth Lord 
Banff, to Marie Ogilvie. 10. On December 30, 1735, John Twisle- 
ton, of St. James’s, to Ann Gardner ; their son became (1781) 
Baron Say and Sele, as heir-general of Sir Richard Fenys. 11. On 
August 24, 1738, John Chester to Elizabeth Chester, one of the 
daughters and co-hcircsses of Sir William Chester, Bart., of Chiche- 
ley, Bucks. 12. On January 10, 1744, William Berkeley Lyon to 
Catherine Bridges, one of the daughters and co-heiresses of John 
Bridges, commonly called Marquis of Carnarvon, son of James 
‘ Duke of Chandos. But the Fleet marriage, which occasioned the 
most excitement in fashionable circles in the year 1744, was the 
runaway match of the Hon. Heniy Fox (subsequently first Baron 
Holland) with Georgina Caroline, eldest daughter of Chi\rles se- 
cond Duke of Richmond . — Vide Bum’s * History of the Fleet Reg- 
isters.’ 
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lawless priest in a tavern-parlour. Foolish men were 
entrapped by artful conspirators, induced to drink 
drugged liquor, and in the stupefaction of drunken- 
ness married to abandoned creatures. Girls were 
seized in the suburbs, or even in the chief thorough- 
fares of towns, and carried off to dens near Fleet 
Ditch, where they were constrained to go through 
the forms of matrimony with their captors.* School- 

* A writer in the ‘Grub Street Journal,* Jan. 15, 1734-5, 
called attention to the doings of the Fleet clergy and their cus- 
tomers in the foDowing terms : — ‘ Sir, There is a very great evil in 
this town, and of dangerous consequences to our sex, that has 
never been suppressed, to the great prejudice and ruin of many 
hundreds of young people every year ; which I beg some of your 
learned heads to consider of, and consult of proper ways and means 
to prevent for the future. I mean the ruinous marriages that are 
practised in the Liberty of the Fleet and thereabouts, by a set of 
drunken swearing parsons, with their myrmidons, that wear black 
coats and pretend to be clerks and registers to the Fleet. These 
ministers of wickedness ply about Ludgate Hill, pulling and forcing 
people to some pedling ale-hou.se or a brandy-siiop to be married, 
even on a Sunday, stopping them as they go to church, and almost 
tearing their deaths off their backs. To confirm the truth of 
these facts, I will give you a case or tw'o which lately happened. 
Since Midsummer last a young lady of birth and fortune wa« 
deluded and forced from her friends, and by the assistance of a 
wry-necked swearing parson manied to an atheistical wretch 
whose life is a continued practice of all manner of vice and 
debaucheiy'. And since the ruin of my relation, another lady of 
my acquaintance had like to have been trepanned in the following 
manner. This lady had been appointed to meet a gentlew^oman at 
the Old Playhouse in Drury Lane, but extraordinary business pre- 
vented her coming. Being alone when the play was done, she 
bade a boy call a coach for the city. One dressed like a gentleman 
helps her into it, and jumps in after her. ‘ Madam,’ says he, 

‘ this coach was called for me, and since the weather is so bad, and 
there is no other, I beg leave to bear you company. I am going 
into the city, and will set you down wherever you please.’ The 
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boys, on their way through London to their homes in 
the coimtry, were kidnapped and married to syrens 
unfit to become members of any decent family. At 
the most popular seasons for marriage, the Fleet 
quarter was kept in continual uproar by companies 
of sailors and other working-men, who came to the 
Fleet to be married in tens and twenties, and kept 
their nuptial feasts in the taverns of the district 

lady begged to be excused, but he bade the coachman drive on. 
Being come to Ludgate Hill, he told her his sister, who waited his 
coming, but five yards up the Court, would go with her in two 
minutes. He went, and returned with his pretended sister, who 
asked her to step in one minute, and she would wait upon her in 
the coach. Deluded with the assurance of having his sister's 
company, the pfx)r lady foolishly followed her into the house, when 
instantly the sister vanished, and a tawny fellow in a black coat 
and black wig appeared. Madam, you are come in good time,” 
the doctor was just a-going. ** The doctor 1 ” says she, horribly 
frighted, fearing it was a madhouse, ‘‘ what has the doctor to do 
with me ? ” ‘‘To marry you to that gentleman ; the Doctor has 
waited for more than three hours, and will be payed by you or the 
gentleman before you go.” “ That gentleman,” says she, recovering 
herself, “ is worthy a better fortune than mine,” and begged hard 
to be gone. But Dr. Wryneck swore she should be married ; or, 
if she would not, he would still have his fee, and register the mar- 
riage from that night. The lady, finding she could not escape 
without money or pledge, told them she liked the gentleman so 
well, she would certainly meet him to-morrow night, and gave 
them a ring as a pledge ; which, says she, “ was my mother's gift 
on her death-bed, enjoining that, if ever I married, it should be 
my wedding-ring.” By which cunning contrivance she was deli- 
vered from the black Doctor and his tawny crew. Some time 
after this I went with this lady and her brother in a coach to 
Ludgate Hill in the day-time, to see the manner of their picking 
up people to be married. As our coach stopped near Fleet Bridge, 
up comes one of the myrmidons. Madam,” says he, “ you want 
a parson 1 ” “ Who are youl ” says I. “ I am the clerk and re- 

gister of the Fleet.” Show me the chapel.” At which comes a 
VOL. n. N 
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with scandalous riot, to the inexpressible disgust and 
Rnnoyance of the decent residents of the district. 

second^ desiring me to go along with him. Says he, ** That fellow 
will carry you to a pedling alehouse.” Says a third, “ Go with 
me ; he will carry you to a brandy-shop.” In the interim oomee 
the Doctor. “ Madam,” says he, “ Til do your job for you pre- 
sently.” “ Well, gentlemen,” says I, “ since you can’t agree, and 
I can’t be married quietly, I’ll put it off till another time so 
drove away. Learned sirs, I wrote this in regard to tlie honour 
and safety of my own sex; and if for our sakes you will be so good 
as to publish it, correcting the errors of a woman’s pen, you will 
oblige our whole sex, and none more than, sir, your constant 
reader and admirer. Virtuous.* 

A case of elopement in high life is thus noticed in another 
paper of the same year, December 28, 1734 : — ‘Last night, Mr. 

D , late valet-de-chambre to a certain noble lord near Soho 

Square, went away, as was suspected, with his lordship’s niece, a 
young lady not yet of age, and a co-lieiress to a very large estate. 
It seems they took a hackney-coach soon after they got out of 
doors, and uj)on strict inquiry the coachman was found out, who 
declared that he took a gentleman and a lady up at such a place, 
and set them down at the Fleet, and by the description ho gave it 
appeared to be the two lovers, who may therefore be supposed to 
have married that night. A warrant w’as immediately obtained 
for apprehending the siipix)sed bridegroom, and he was accord- 
ingly taken at a house in Queen Street, near Guildhall, on Wed- 
nesday morning last, and immediately carried to the Poultiy 
Compter, and the lady w'as carried off by her friends. In the 
afternoon he was examined, and afterw’ards recommitted to the 
same prison. So that it seems he is to suffer for endeavouring to 
get himself a rich wife, which is a practice followed by all the 
young gentlemen of quality in England ; but the difference is 
that this young fellow had married or endeavoured to marry an 
heiress without the consent of her friends, whereas the other gene- 
rally marry or endeavour to marry heiresses without their own 
consent. It has since been found out that they were married by 
a Roman Catholic priest.’ — The marriage of an Eton schoolboy, 
that occurred somewhere about the time of the afore-men- 
tioned elopement, is thus noticed in a paper of the period: — 
‘ Thursday, the Master of the Rolls committed a clergyman to the 
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But the chiefs of the governing classes of the realm 
would not liave bestirred themselves to abolish 

Fleet, for marrying a young gentleman, about seventeen years of 
age, at Eaton School, and entitled to an estate of 1500/. per 
annum, to a maid-servant, and at the same time committed the 
person who gave her in marriage. His Honour had some days 
since sent a prisoner to the Fleet, the person who pretended to be 
the youth's guardian, and who had given a bond to indemnify the 
guai^ian.' Long before this marriage of the wealthy Etonian and 
the serving-girl, Maximilian Misson spoke in the following terms of 
the strangely incongruous unions solemnized at clandestine wed- 
dings. * In England,' says the Monsieur Taine of the seventeenth 
century, ‘ a boy may marry at fourteen years old and a girl at 
twelve, in spite of parents and guardians, without any possibility 
of dissolving their marriage, though one be the son of a hog-driver 
and the other a duke’s daughter. This often produces very whim- 
sical matches. There is another thing in it odd enough ; for those 
children by this means not only become their own masters, but 
obtain this advantage at a very easy rate. If to be married it 
were necessary to be proclaimed three times in a full congregation, 
their friends would be informed of the matter, and might find a 
way to dissuade a little girl that had taken it into her head to 
have a husband, by giving her fine cloathes, pretty babies, and 
everything else that might amuse her ; but the wedding is 

clapped up so privately that people are amazed 

The law, indeed, requires that the banns should be published ; 
but the strange practice of a dispensing power makes this law 
of no manner of use. To proclaim banns is a thing nobody 
cares to have done ; very few people are willing to have their 
affairs declared to all the world in a public place, when, for a 
guinea, they may do it snug, and without noise ; and my good 
friends, the clergy, who find their accounts in it, are not very 
zealous to prevent it. Thus, then, they buy what they call a 
license, and are married in closets, in the presence of a couple of 
friends, that serve for witnesses; and this ties them for ever. 
Nay, the abuse is yet greater, for they may be married without a 
license in some chapels which have that privilege. Take the two 
first people you meet, — two beggars if you think fit, — carry them 
along with you to the privileged church as early in the morning as 
you please ; Mr. Curate will marry them so fast that neither King 
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the marrying-shops, had not contamination and shame 
flowed to aristocratic families from the infamous 
establishments. Good society deemed the Fleet 
wedding a sufficiently decent kind of matrimony for 
tradesfolk and fustian- wearing rabble. But it was 
seized with alarm at the growing frequency of 
irregular marriages in the circles of gentility. Every 
duchess knew some young lady who had escaped 
from her chaperone at a ball, or at the door of a 
theatre, driven to the Fleet quarter in a hackney- 
coach, and been changed into a wife almost before 
her proper guardian had missed her. The story is 
told of a high-born damsel, a ward of Chancery, who 
thus ran away from a ball at the Lord Chancellor’s 
house in Ormond Street, and after a brief visit to the 
Rainbow Coffee House returned to the ball, with a 
ring on the fourth finger of her left hand, in time to 
dance in the last cotillon. Nor was the heroine of 
this anecdote by any means a solitary instance of 
such audacity and waywardness. When the social 
evil became thus fruitful of inconvenience and dis- 
grace to people of ‘condition,’ the matrons of the 
great world demanded its extinction. ‘ Lady Anne 
Paulett’s daughter,’ Horace Walpole wrote to his 
friend George Montagu, in the interval between the 
enactment of Lord Hardwicke’s Marriage Bill and 
the date at which the measure came into operation, 
‘ is eloped with a country clergyman. The Duchess 
of Argyll harangues against the Marriage Bill not 

nor Parliament can unmarry them ; and for two crowns your 
business is dispatched. Hence come the matches between footmen 
and young ladies of quality, who you may be sure live no very 
easy life together afterwards.* — Vide Misson's ‘ Travels over 
England Ozell*s Tronslatioa 
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taking place immediately, and is persuaded that aU 
the girls will go oflf before next Lady Day.’ 

Strangely enough, the famous Marriage BUI, 
that resulted from the increasing disapprobation of 
clandestine wedlock, was in the first instance drawn 
in consequence of a scandalous case of injustice, which 
occurred in a part of the United Kingdom that a 
special clause exempted from the operation 'of the 
statute. Public indignation had been -stirred by a 
Scotch cause in which a man, after living happUy for 
thirty years with his reputed wife, was claimed by 
another woman as her husband, because he and his 
claimant had been contracted in early life. To 
render so absurd and iniquitous a claim impossible in 
future time, Lord Bath bestirred himself to procure 
an amendment of the law of marriage. Commissioned 
to fi:ame a bill for this particular object, certain of 
the judges produced so unsatisfactory a proposal 
that the Lord Chancellor took the matter into his 
own hand. His oflSce had rendered him famUiar with 
the domestic miseries that usually resulted from 
secret wedlock, in the cases of rich wards in chancery 
lured into unequal marriages by fortune-hunters of 
both sexes. He had known bright, clever, simple 
schoolboys ruined for life by matrimonial entangle- 
ment with depraved women. He had seen heiresses 
become in the same way the victims of masculine 
villany, when they might have been cured of their 
foolish predilections and preserved from social degra- 
dation, had they been incapable of marrying without 
the consent of their guardiana Several scandals of 
recent occurrence had caused Lord Hardwicke to 
feel that, though the old rule of matrimonial pre- 
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contract ought to be altogether abolished, it was not 
the most hurtful part of our law of marriage. Now 
that an occasion had come for reforming the law 
respecting wedlock, it should be used to good pur- 
pose, — for the perfect suppression of the Fleet 
parsons and their manying-houses, for establishing 
throughout the country a uniform system of matri- 
monial re^stration, and for protecting young people 
of both sexes from the arts of unworthy suitors. 
In this matter, Lord Hanlwicke acted with a 
courage and resoluteness .suitable to the occupant of 
the woolsack 

His reward was to be libelled, lampooned, mobbed, 
and otherwise exhibited to obloquy, as though he 
were a pedantic despot, an enemy of freedom, and a 
foe to domestic virtue. His measure for the amend- 
ment of the lay law of marriage p.'issed through the 
House of Lords without encountering much opposi- 
tion ; but in the House of Commons it was assailed 
with impudent falsehood and rancorous spite by the 
Chancellor’s personal enemies, and by every individual 
of the house who had private reasons for thinking 
leniently of the abuses of secret marriage. The chief 
promoter of this fierce opposition to a measure that, 
notwithstanding a few obvious blemishes, offered 
efficient remedies for a serious disease, was Henry 
Fox (in later time the first Lord Holland), who 
nine years before had caused a commotion in. the 
aristocratic world by running away with Georgina 
Caroline, the eldest daughter of the Duke of Rich- 
mond, and marrying her in the Fleet quarter. 
In gratitude to arrangements to which he was 
indebted for a lovely wife and an alliance with a 
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patrician house, he defended them resolutely. 
Chivalry to his wife may, also, have inspired him to 
commend the mode of matrimony to which she had 
condescended. Another vehement opponent of the 
measure that proposed to enhance parental authority 
^ rendering the consent of parents or guardians 
requisite for the marriage of minors, was Charles 
Townshend, who regarded himself as the victim of 
paternal cruelty, and created a favouraUe impression 
on his hearers in the house by telling them the story 
of his own wretchedness and his father’s tyranny. 
The Chancellor’s antagonists in the Lower House 
comprised, moreover, Horace Walpole, two members 
of whose family were known to have entered matri- 
mony by uncanonical wedlock, and one of whose nieces, 
several years after the enactment of Lord Hardwicke’s 
Maniage BiU, became the bride of the most famous 
Fleet Marriage on record. 

On seeing that they could not prevent the bill 
from passing, the angry opponents had recourse to 
the common but execrable policy of baffled and 
imscrupulous politiciana Protracting the debate by 
abusing their privileges of speech, they mutilated 
and patched the scheme with amendments. None 
of these amendments aimed at the improvement of 
the measure. All of them were designed to aggra- 
vate the aversion which the populace had conceived 
for a measure that appeared to them an attempt to 
deprive them of cheap and convenient marriage, with 
a view to preserve the children of the aristocracy 
from the misfortune of premature and imprudent 
matrimony. How far the assailants of the biU went 
in this dishonest practice may be seen from one feet. 
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The main object of the bill was, in the first in- 
stance, to abolish the law of matrimonial pre-contract 
throughout the kingdom. Scotland being the country 
in which the cause had originated that gave rise to 
the demand for this particular reform, it was felt by 
Henry Fox and his friends that to tinker the scheme 
with an amendment exempting North Britain torn 
its operation would be to render the entire bill so 
unsatisfactory to its promoters, and so lidiculoue to 
the whole country, that the Chancellor would not 
have the heart or the hardihood to force it into 
actual law. 

Whilst the assailants inside the House, in their 
inability to kill the measure by a single direct blow, 
sought to destroy it by several mutilations, the 
enemies of the bill outside the House denormced 
it as a monstrous contrivance of arbitrary insolence. 
The Roman Catholics and the several bodies of 
nonconforming Protestants united in exclaiming 
against the proposal which, on becoming law, would 
compel them to be married by the established 
clergy in the parochial churches, or to forego the 
advantages of legitimate wedlock. By the former 
it was declared a cruel attack on their religious 
feelings ; by the latter it was execrated as an im- 
pious parody of one of the worst decrees of the 
Council of Trent, which had declared the interven- 
tion of a priest necessary for the performance of 
valid marriage. Both declared that the Chancellor’s 
aim was to put them under the feet of the national 
clergy. Notwithstanding their disrepute and nume- 
rical insignificance, the Fleet clergy had enough 
power to stimulate the popular hatred of ^e 
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measure. Some of them had Mends in high places, 
—men whom they had known in their earlier days 
at the universities, or had served in their discredit- 
able calling. Several of them had enough literary 
power to produce pamphlets that deepened and 
embittered the feeling against the ministry. From 
his place of imprisonment Alexander Keith sent 
forth an essay of considerable humour and piquancy, 
entitled, ‘ Observations on the Act foji preventing 
Clandestine Marriages,’* that set forth the incon- 

♦ ^As I have married many thousands, and, consequently, 
have on those occasioijs seen the humour of the lower class of 
people, I have often asked the married pair how long they had 
been acquainted ; they would reply, some more, some less, but the 
generality did not exceed the acquaintance of a week, some only of 
a day, half a day . . . Another incon veniency which will arise from 
this Act will be, that the expense of being married will be so 
great that few of the lower class of people can afford it; for 
I have often heard a Fleet parson say that many have come to 
be married when they have had but half-a-crown in their pockets, 
and sixpence to buy a pot of beer, and for which they have 
pawned some of their clothes .... I remember once upon a 
time I was at a public-house at RadclitF, which then was full of 
sailors and their girls; there was fiddling, piping, jigging, and 

eating. At length one of the tars starts up and says, “ me, 

Jack, 111 be married just now; I will have my partner!” The 
joke took, and in less than two hours ten couple set out for the 
Fleet. I staid their retium. They returned in coaches, five 
women in each coach ; the tars, some nmning before, others 
riding on the coach-box, and others behind. The cavalcade being 
over, the couples went up into an upper room, where they con- 
cluded the evening with great jollity. The next time I went that 
way I called on my landlord, and asked him concerning this mar- 
riage adventure. He at first stared at me, but recollecting, he 
said those things were so frequent that he hardly took any notice 
of them; ‘‘for,*' added he, “it is a common thing when a fleet 
comes in to have two or three hundred marriages in a week’s 
time among the sailors.” .... If the present Act, in the form it 
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veniences and demoralization which the measure 
would certainly produce in the lowest grades of the 
London working-people, who, it was urged by the 
scribe, would have no part whatever in solemnized 
wedlock, if they were deprived of their present 
eheap and expeditious mode of celebrating matri- 
mony. 

The bill came from the Lords to the Commons 
on May 14, 1753, and was sent hack to the Lords 
on the sixth day of the following month, so dis- 
figixred with erasures and interpolations that the 
usually cold and foiTnal Chancellor, whose temper 
had been for once infuriated by popular abuse and 
the satire of his critics in the Lower House, could 
not conceal his rage at the liberties taken with his 
handiwork. In Henry Fox’s copy of the draft of 
the measure each of the many amendments had 
been inserted in red ink. ‘ How bloody it looks I ’ 
the Solicitor-General had remarked playfully of the 
flagrant pages. ‘ Yes,’ Fox retorted aloud, to the 
amusement of the Commons, holding up the draft as 
he spoke, ‘ but do not say I did it. Look what a 
rent the learned Casca ’ (the Attorney - General) 
‘made; through this the well -beloved Brutus’ 
(Pelham) ‘ stabbed.’ 

During the three weeks of the bill’s stormy 


now stands, should (which I am sure is impossible) be of any 
service to my country, I shall then have the satisfaction of having 
been the occasion of it, because the compilers thereof have done it 
with a pure design of suppressing my cha]>el, which makes me 
the most celebrated man in this kingdom, though not the 
greatest.’ — Vide Keith’s ‘ Observations on the Act for Preventing 
Clandestine Marriages.’ 



LOED HABDWICKE^S MABEIAGB ACT. 187 

pMwflg f! through the Lower House, the agitation of 
the public grew daily more vehement and menacing. 
The multitude of George the Second’s London was 
less intelligent and more violent than the far larger 
populace of Victoria’s metropolis ; and there were 
good grounds for the fear that the heats engendered 
by the contention over the marriage question would 
result in a general riot. The same mobs that, in 
their fury at the alteration of the Calendar, had 
two years earlier screamed and howled round Lord 
Chesterfield’s carriage, ‘ Give us back our ten days I’ 
followed Henry Fox to and fro between his residence 
and the House of Commons, cheering him madly, 
and roaring, ‘ Take care, your honour, of our wives 
and children ! ’ Again and again an excited crowd 
took the horses from his chariot, and dragged it 
through the public thoroughfares. Whilst the man 
of the people was applauded thus tempestuously 
whenever he showed himself in the streets, Lord 
Hardwicke could not leave his mansion in Great 
Ormond Street without facing a mob of angry men 
and women, whose groans and curses followed his 
coach dovm Lamb’s Conduit Street. 

Henry Fox and Charles Townshend were dis- 
appointed in their hope that the amendments would 
cause the Chancellor to drop the bill in disgust, 
and wait for a change in the public temper till he 
renewed his attack on secret marriaga Enough of 
Lord Hardwicke’s scheme remained in the bill to 
decide him to adopt' the alterations. It required 
that marriages should be solemnized with pubhca- 
tion of banns or license ; that they should be solem- 
nized in the parochial churches or chapels where 
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‘baims of matrimony had been usually published;* 
and that every clergyman who, from and after 
March 25, 1754, should solemnize matrimony with- 
*out banns or license, or, unless acting by special 
license, should celebrate a wedding ‘ in any other 
place than a church or public chapel where banns 
had been usually published,’ should, on conviction, 
*be deemed and adjudged to be guilty of felony, 
and should be transported to some of His Majesty’s 
plantations in America for the space of fourteen 
years.’ It declared that ‘ all marriages, solemnized 
from and after March 25, 1754, in any other place 
than a church or such publick chapel, unless by 
special license as aforesaid, or that shall be solem- 
nized without publication of banns or license of 
marriage from a person or persons having authority 
to grant the same first had and obtained, iJictM he 
null and void to all intents and purposes whatsoever! 
It required for the validity of every marriage of 
persons, either of whom was under age, the consent 
of the parents or guardians of the minor or minors. 
It put an end to suits in the ecclesiastical courts had 
by reason of pre-contract ; it allotted capital punish- 
ment to every person convicted of destroying or 
forging or falsifying, with evil intent, an entry in a 
marriage-register. 

In order that these provisions might become 
the law of England, Lord Hardwicke adopted the 
imacceptable amendments and disfigurements of his 
scheme, even though one of those changes put Scot- 
land beyond the operation of a measure that had, in 
the first instance, been drafted with especial regard 
to that part of Great Britain. ‘ The Chancellor,’ says 
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Horace Walpole in his spirited account of the fight 
for the Marriage Bill, ‘ replied that he was sorry the 
clause’ (i. e. the clause exempting marriages done in 
Scotland*) ‘was there ; but the bill was too good to 
be lost, and might have much good engrafted upon 
it hereafter.’ 

The bill became law — and highly beneficial law — 
in spite of its several defects, which were attributable 
to Lord Hardwicke’s opponents rather -than to the 
Chancellor himself. It was inconsiderate, even cruel, 
to all conscientious non-conforming Protestants who 
were not Quakers. It was no less unjust and in- 
solent towards the Catholics, and many persons 
residing in the country who were neither Christians 
nor Jews. If it did well to declare null and void 
all marriages solemnized without banns or license, 
or celebrated without special license in any but the 
specified places of worship, it did wrong to declare 
absolutely void the weddings of minors solemnized 
by license without the authority of parents or guar- 
dians. The exemption of Scotland from the reform 
was absurd — an absurdity fixed on the bUl by the 
malice of its opponents. 

But in spite of these and other defects, it was 
a valuable enactment, that effected much for do- 

* Marriages performed in Scotland were not the only mar- 
riages affected by the clause which ‘ provided likewise that 
nothing in this Act shall extend to the part of Great Britain 
called Scotland, nor to any marriages among the people called 
Quakers, or amongst the persons professing the Jewish religion, 
where both the parties to any such marriage shall lie of the 
people called Quakers, or persons professing the Jewish religion 
respectively, nor to any marriage solemnized beyond the seas.’ — 
Vide Statutes of the Realm. 
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mestic morality, social decorum, and the welfare of 
families in every grade of life. Blackstone lived to 
see that it neither stimulated the lower classes to 
profligacy nor put hurtful restraints on popula- 
tion. Instead of repudiating marriage, the populace 
adopted at once the decent and orderly wedlock that 
was substituted for the demoralizing mockeiy of a 
sacred rite. And though it has been wisely amended 
in several particulars, the Marriage Law which 
entitled Lord Hardwicke to a high place amongst 
England’s benefactors still remains in substance 
and chief principles the Marriage Law of Victorian 
England.* 

Many years, however, passed before the excellent 
results of the measure silenced its censors, and 
caused them to desist from agitating for its repeal. 
In 1765, 1772, and 1781, futile attempts were made 
in Parliament to undo Lord Hardwicke’s work ; and 
when Horace Walpole, carrying the spite of a par- 

* The subsequent legislation, which re[>ea]ed the ^i^eatcr port 
of the Chancellor’s Act, adopted the principles and fundamental 
provisions of the statute. In certain particulars the Act still 
remains in operation, and the chief requirements of the measure 
were re-enacted in later Marriage Bills. This should be l)ome in 
mind, as several writers of some authority have erroneously stated 
that Lord Hardwicke’s reform was altogether set aside as in- 
jurious and intolerably vexatious. In his edition of Horace 
Walpole’s letters, Lord Dover observed that the Marriage Act 
remained ‘ in force till some years ago, and until the injustice of 
its provisions, and the grievances resulting from them, became too 
great to be borne.’ That Lord Dover made this mistake is less 
remarkable than that so learned a lawyer as Sir James Mackintosh 
committed the same blunder. In his ‘ History of England,’ Sir 
James Mackintosh, yielding to Scotch prejudices, speaks of Lord 
Hardwicke’s * English Marriage Act’ as ‘ an odious statute, now 
happily abolished.’ 
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tisan from the political arena to the historian’s closet, 
gave his account of the measure in his ‘Memoirs 
of the Last Ten Years of the Reign of George 
the Second,’ he had the daring and falsehood 
to stigmatize the reform as a needless interference 
■with the liberties of the people. ‘ The New Act,’ he 
•wrote, ‘ set out with a falsehood, declaiming against 
clandestine marriages as if they had been a frequent 
e'vil.’ In this way of extravagant and reckless 
untruth may history be written by a scribe inflamed 
by heats that had their origin in the agitations 
which he ventures to describe. Had Horace Walpole 
foreseen that in the course of not many years the 
registers of many of the Fleet clergy would be 
gathered together, to demonstrate to students the 
amazing prevalence of irregular wedlock in George 
the Second’s London, he would not have put that 
astounding piece of false testimony in his piquant 
narrative. Of the chief cause of the historian’s de- 
testation of the Marriage BUI, and animosity against 
its framer, mention will be made in a subsequent 
chapter. 
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CHAPTER XIII 

THE SAVOY CHAPEL. 

The language of the Marriage Act was so precise in 
its prohibitions of irregular matrimony, and the 
pimishment which it allotted to clergymen convicted 
of solemnizing wedlock in defiance of its orders was 
so severe, that the authorities did not suppose that 
they would soon be called upon to prosecute an 
ordained minister for disobedience to the new law. 
The event, however, contradicted their anticipations. 
The tavem-chapels and Mr, Keith’s place of business 
had no sooner been closed than spouses bent on 
clandestine marriages foimd a London clergyman of 
good status and preferment ready to celebrate unions 
that were void ipso facto, and therefore powerless to 
afford lovers any of the advantages of lawful ma- 
trimony. 

It required that a man should be an Irishman, 
and a priest, for him to imagine that he could with 
impunity violate the statute which the Ministry had 
enacted at a prodigious sacrifice of popularity, and 
which the irritated chancellor had determined to 
enforce strictly. Dr. John Wilkinson was an Irish 
gentleman ; he was also a clergyman of charming 
manners, considerable eloquence, and excellent social 
position. Educated at St. Bees and Oxford, he had 
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married a lady of good family, filled the oflice of 
chaplain to his late Royal Highness Prince Frederick 
of Wales, and gained more than one piece of prefer- 
ment. At the time when the new Marriage Act 
came into operation he was rector of Coyty, in Gla- 
morganshire, ciuate of Wise, in the county of Kent, 
and chaplain of His Majesty’s chapel of the Savoy. 
For more than twenty years he had held this chap- 
laincy, and by the exercise of tlie vocal power which 
he transmitted to his only son, the well-remembered 
comedian, Tate Wilkinson, he acquired a first place 
amongst the popular preachers of his time. He never- 
delivered a sermon from the Savoy pulpit without 
stirring the admiration of a dense congregation of 
hearers, some of whom, though persons of culture 
and nice taste, declared him the most dramatic and 
persuasive of living orators. In the eighteenth 
century the prison of the Savoy was used for the 
confinement of military and naval deserters, and it 
devolved on the eloquent chaplain to prepare them 
for capital punishment and eternity, by delivering to 
them sermons suitable to delinquents under sentence 
of death. On the Sunday before they were shot, the 
culprits under the extreme sentence were led, by a 
way through the prison-kitchen, and over the leads 
of the Savoy, to the interior of the place of worship, 
where they were for the last time edified by their 
pastor ; and young ladies, up from the country for a 
month’s holiday in town, deemed themselves espe- 
cially fortunate if they wei'e taken to hear Dr. 
Wilkinson address a batch of deserters in what the 
town called familiarly ‘ a condemned sennon.’ It 
was by this same route over the leads that Dr. 

VOL. II. O 
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Wilkinson, on a certain ‘ fatal Sunday morning,’ as 
lus son, the comedian and autobiographer, calls it, 
escaped from the chapel, which his ‘ persecutors 
never again suffere.l him to enter.’ 

For years the chaplain of the Savoy had lived up 
to, and rather beyond, his income, entertaining with 
expensive hospitality his clerical friends and a crowd 
of smart acquaintances, the brightest ornaments of 
which crowd were a few people of title and high 
family who condescended to notice the agreeable 
clerg^mian, and help him onwai’ds to his ruin. For 
many months the chaplain’s door h;ul been beset by 
emissaries of the law whom he had no wish to 
recei\ e, and could not di.smiss on friendly terms 
without paying their ‘ little bills.’ The doctor’s 
private affairs were in this troublous state, and fast 
approaching a discreditable exposure, when it oc- 
curred to him that as a royal chapel, standing on 
privileged ground, his chapel was exempt from 
episcopal jurisdiction, and that therefore he was in a 
position to solemnize under its roof, without banns 
or episcopal licen.se, the weddings that could no 
longer be performed in the Fleet taverns. There is 
no need to imagine the logical processes by which 
the clergyman persuaded himself that his exemption 
from episcopal jurisdiction freed him from the obliga- 
tion to obey the law of the land. It is enough to 
say that in the teeth of a statute which forbade 
clergymen, wthout the authority of sj)ecial license, 
to solemnize matrimony in any place that was not 
a parish church or a chfipel where banns had been 
heretofore u.sually published, he began to celebrate 
weddings at his luiqualified chapel ; and that, whilst 
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thus breaking the law, he violated it still further by 
solemnizing marriages in the unlawM place without 
banns or episcopal licenses. 

How pleasantly the gentleman’s misconduct af- 
fected his purse may be imagined from the fact that, 
whereas only nineteen weddings had taken place at 
the Savoy chapel in the year 1753, and fifteen 
weddings in 1752, three hundred and fifty-two 
couples were united there in the later "months of 
1754, and one thousand one hundred and ninety 
couples in 1 755. ‘ Those marriages,’ says the clergy- 

man’s autobiographic son, ‘ brought in a profusion of 
cash, and instead of thinking of a rainy day, all was 
rat-tat-tat at the street-door, and a variety of com- 
pany.’ Of course everyone of these fifteen hundred 
and thirty-two marriages, which enabled Dr. Wil- 
kinson to pay his butcher and wine-merchant, and 
furnished young Tate with money for theatre-tickets 
and suppers in the Haymarket, was absolutely void, 
and the progeny of them illegitimate. But the 
doctor was sure that he was doing no wrong. His 
chapel was exempt from episcopal control. How 
could a tnimpery Act of Parliament affect a royal 
and exempt chapel ? a royal and exempt chaplain ? 

Even Tate Wilkinson admits that the Govern- 
ment at first acted most considerately and for- 
bearingly towards the doctor, Avhom the crown 
lawyers regarded as nothing worse than a misguided 
person, who had broken the law through ignorance. 
It was explained to him that no chapel in the king- 
dom, save Quakers’ chapels and Jewish synagogues, 
was exempt from the operation of the Act, that no 
marriage could be solemnized lawfully in the Savoy 
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chapel without the authority of a special license, that 
he must never again offend in like manner against 
the law, and that he ought to lose no time in 
assuring the persons whom he had married of the 
inadequacy of their weddings. Instead of taking this 
warning gratefully, the doctor replied to it with 
insolence. It was incredible to him that the extra- 
ordinary forbearance of the Government was due to 
any motive but the knowledge of their inability to 
enforce the law aiiainst him. He dehed the Govern- 
ment to punish him, and persisted in his lawless 
coiuse. Expostulation having failed, the law was 
set in action without delay. 

On the fatal Sunday morning alreiuly alluded to, 
the doctor was performing divine service in hi.s chapel, 
when intellitfence was conveved to him that con- 
stables, holding a warrant f<»r his airest, w^ere in the 
congregation. In his alarm at the news, he hiustily 
left the reading-desk, ran to tlie vestry-room, threw 
off his surplice and e.scaped by the leads. Kunning 
dowm the Savoy Gardens he arrived at tlie river’s 
stairs, to find the water at h»w’ tide, and to see that 
he must ha.sten over the slippery slime of the river’s 
bank for some distance, ere he could reiich a boat. 
In his agitation and huiTV he sliy)ped and fell against 
some logs of wood, sustaining in the fall considerable 
injuiy' ; but in a trice he recovei'ed his feet, and crept 
along the bank to Somerset-stairs, where he found a 
boatman w'ho conveyed him to the Surrey side of the 
water, whence he made good .speed to Kent. At his 
curacy in Kent he w'sus suffered to remain, on giving 
security to appear at the Old Bailey for trial, in July, 
1756. But instead of desisting from his lawless 
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practices, during his retirement at Wise, he lost no 
time in engaging the Reverend John Grierson, who 
had acted as curate at Keith’s Chapel up to Lady 
Day, 1754, to officiate at the Savoy Chapel, where 
marriages continued to be solemnized lawlessly by 
the chaplain’s deputy. 

Encouraged by a few unlearned lawyers and fierce 
politicians, who drank his wine and applauded his 
high spirit, to believe that he would be stronger than 
the law at his approaching trial. Dr. Wilkinson 
actually appeared at the Old Bailey without fearing 
that any jury of Englishmen would convict him of 
felony. He was soon undeceived. Wlien he urged 
in his defence that he had always married with the 
authority of license, i. e., of licenses which he had 
granted himself in accordance with the ancient privi- 
leges of his office, he brought one universjd smile of 
amusement to the countenances of his legal hearers. 
By speaking of himself as the victim of despotic 
power, a victim who ‘ had been pursued with unre- 
lenting vengeance,’ he roused the laughter even of 
auditors who hated the Marriage Act and hoped 
that the jury would be false enough to acquit him. 
The orator, who had for yeai’s been persuasive at the 
Savoy, failed to achieve his end at the Old Bailey. 
He was found guilty and sentenced to transportation 
to America for fourteen yearn. 

A hundred and twenty years since tiansportation 
was not necessarily a sentence of penal servitude to 
the delinquent who could pay thirty pounds to the 
authorities as an equivjdent for what they would lose 
by forbearing to sell him as an appi’entice for a term 
of years to a master. When, therefore. Dr. Wilkinson 



198 


BRIDES AND BRIDALS. 


was shipped for an American ‘plantation,’ he' did not 
start for the new world with the dismal prospect of 
slavery before him. His personal friends, and several 
sympathizers, who without knowing him personally 
pitied him as the victim of a barbarous reform, sub- 
scribed a fund that paid the price of his freedom 
within the limits of the scene of his banishment, 
provided for him on board-ship indulgences denied 
to ordinary convicts, and gave him the means for 
starting in a gentlemanlike way of life on the other 
side of the Atlantic. But the generosity which con- 
soled the fallen man under his disgrace, and miti- 
gated the wretchedness of his few remaining days, 
a’med at doing more than death allowed it to accom- 
plish. Dr. John Wilkinson never landed in the 
colony to w'hich he was consigned. The convict ship 
on wdiich he was placed had scarcely sailed from the 
mouth of the Thames when it encountered severe 
gales ; and after working about the Channel for several 
days it was driven by stress of weather into Plymouth, 
where the clergyman died from an attack of gout in 
March, 1757. ‘The merciless invaxlers,’ i.e., sorrow, 
sea-sickness, and gout, Tate Wilkinson * observes 


* Besides being a comic actor, Tate, the autobiographer, was 
unintentionally a very comical writer. ‘ It now became,* he says 
with respect to his persecuted father, * the act of necessity for the 
public and his friends to be stretched to the strength of their 
humanity, to equip and support him as a gentleman for his voyage 
to America. His connexions were considerable, consecjuently his 
recommendations were such as would, doubtless, have placed him 
in a light of admiration as a man of the Gospel, had he arrived 
and lived in that land. His qualifications as a scholar and as an 
orator, with the extraordinary kw that had occasioned his removal 
there, must, in all probability, have made amends for his suffer- 
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mfl gnififl ftntly, ‘ proved too mighty for his fortitudfe, — • 
the noble cordage cracked and broke! grim death 
sate triumphant over his conquered manes I’ 

The law that adjudged Dr. Wilkinson a felon, 
and punished him for his heinous offence, was not less 
severe to the doctor’s curate. An indigent man, of 
execrable morals and abominable repute, the Eeverend 
John Grierson had been tried at the Old Bailey in 
1748 ‘for marrying Jonathan Brooks rix) Miss Maxy 
Bedding, spinster, in an empty house, against her 
will,’ when he was retained by Alexander Keith to 
celebrate weddings at the Mayfair Chapel-with-the- 
porch. At his trial this worst specimen of a Fleet 
parson t(X)k credit to himself for having married one 
of his own sons at the Savoy Chapel, and argued that 
his conduct in linking his own child to a w-oman by 
an insufficient marriage was evidence of his belief in 
tbe legality of his conduct. The jury, not concurring 
in this view of his behaviour, exhibited no compassion 

ings, and have raised him to the highest estimation. . . . My 
father, with every comfortable necessary as a gentleman — all his 
valuables, clothes, his writings, his bureau, his cash, with recom- 
mendatory letters, &c. — set sail for America, but was previously 
obliged to pay thirty pounds as a perquisite for his freedom — a 
tax on misfortune — as a tribute to the hungry commanders of 
such vessels. But it seemed as if the Almighty arm had pur- 
posely interfered to prevent the disgrace of any one of His holy 
servants here on earth landing as a criminal in a foreign clime, 
/or only performing that ceremony — instituted in His Holy Writ — 
as a sacred bond of unity between those whom inclination had led 
to his sacred altar, therein obeying the impulse of nature, ordained 
and sanctified by God Himself’ The comedian says much more 
that is as ingenious and piquant as the foregoing passage in glori- 
fication of his felonious parent Vide ‘ Memoirs of his own Life, 
by Tate Wilkinson, Patentee of the Theatres Royal, York and 
Hull In four vols. 1790.’ 
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for R culprit who is said by a writer in the ‘ Gentle- 
man’s Magazine’ to have married 1400 couples at the 
Savoy. 

Tate Wilkinson’s memoirs and the Savoy regis- 
ters render it highly probable that the writer in 
the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine’ grossly exaggerated the 
number of lawless weddings solemnized by the fellow 
at that chapel. But it is certain that he officiated 
there at a wedding which made a great stir in thea- 
trical circles shortly before his apprehension. David 
Garrick — ‘ King David,’ as Tate Wilkinson calls him 
bitterly, — was ruling at Drury Lane Theatre, when 
intelligence reached him that two of his subjects, Mr. 
Vernon and Miss Porter, Inwl perpetrated matrimony 
without first gaining his consent. It was said that the 
marriage had been irregular. It was even whispered 
by some of Vernon’s rivals that he had obtained 
possession of the lady without going through any 
form of marriage whatever. On hearing the rumours 
Garrick, who wjus heedful for the morals and repu- 
tation of his green-room, determined to inquire into 
the affair. Tate Wilkinson is sure that King David’s 
only motives in stirring in the matter were a desire 
to get a piece of law-busine.ss for his brother, George 
Garrick, the attorney, and a wish to give George 
Garrick’s father-in-law, Mr. Carrington, one of the 
King’s Messengers, an opportunity for ingratiating 
-himself with the Ministry. But of course Tate Wilkin- 
son was not likely to think well of the manager’s zeal 
in prosecuting the curate of the Savoy Chapel. All 
that we know of Garrick’s honourable spirit and social 
respectability justifies us in believing that his action 
in the matter of Miss Porter’s marriage was alto- 
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^ether creditable to him. Aa a hirmane and conscien- 
tious gentleman, he took all proper means to preserve 
the young women of his theatre from depraving 
influences ; and on hearing that Miss Porter had given 
herself to one of his actors by an invalid form of 
marriage, he very properly asked for the facts of the 
case, so that an innocent girl might not through her 
ignorance or folly sacrifice her good name and miss 
all the advantages of lawful matrimony. On being 
pressed by his manager, the actor confessed that he 
had been married at the Savoy Chapel, and in support 
of his statement showed Garrick the certificate of the 
marriage, signed by Grierson. Indignant on learning 
the way in which Miss Porter had made herself over 
to her nominal husband, Garrick took the certificate 
to Mr. Carrington, who lost no time in conveying 
the piece of written testimony to the crown lawyers. 
Like his employer, John Grierson was sentenced to 
fourteen years’ transportation, and died on his way to 
the plantation to which he was consigned. Less out 
of pity for him than from compassion for his wife and 
numerous children, the public subscribed a consider- 
able sum to place the convict and his family advan- 
tageously in the Transatlantic settlement where he 
failed to arrive. 

Subpoenaed to give evidence against Grierson at 
the Old Bailey, Mr. Vernon appeared reluctantly in 
the witness-box of the criminal court, and in reply to 
counsel’s questions acknowledged the circumstances 
of his spurious wedding. In doing so he merely 
yielded to a necessity which it was well kno^vn he 
would gladly have avoided. But so strong w'aa the 
public feeling in behalf of. the Fleet clergy — even for 
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80 vile a specimen of them as John Grierson — ^that 
the actor was compelled by the resentment of the 
theatrical profession and the London playgoers to 
retire from the stage. Naming the particular month 
in which the xmfortunate player was driven from his 
employment by the frequenters of Drury Lane, Tate 
Wilkinson says, ‘Mr. Vernon was banished the 
stage by the audience in London as an informer, in 
September, 1756’ — a date many months subsequent 
to the committal of Grierson, whose vacated place at 
the Savoy Chapel was for a short time filled by a 
clergyman named Brooks. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 

GRETNA-GREEN MATCHES. 

On being at last convinced that it was no longer 
possible for a couple who were neither Jews nor 
Quakers, nor members of the Royal Family, to be 
married on English soil without complying with the 
requirements of the new Marriage Act, runaway 
lovers and other spouses, wishing to enter matri- 
mony by irregular means, availed themselves of the 
clause that placed beyond the operation of the 
statute aU marriages performed in Scotland and 
beyond the seas. 

At first the lawless lovers crossed the water to 
Man or Guernsey, or one of the other British islands 
within a few hours’ voyage of the English coast. 
But Man was soon closed to them by a special statute 
enacted by the Parliament of the Isle in 1757. 
Adopting the stringent orders and penalties of Lord 
Hardwicke, the legislatiure of the little isle declared, 
‘if a marriage shall be solemnized in any other place, 
within the isle or dominion thereof, than in a church, 
\inless by special licence, or without having banns 
published or Ikjence obtained of some persons pro- 
perly authorised, the marriage shall be void.’ It 
assigned the punishment of transportation for four- 
teen years to every clergyman of the island who 
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should be convicted of officiating within the isle at 
an irregular wedding. The statute further directed 
that every stranger to the isle, whether lay or clerical, 
and every Manx layman, convicted of solemnizing 
marrij^e lawlessly, shoiild be pilloried, lose his ears, 
and be imprisoned, until the governor shoxdd see fit 
to release him, on the payment of a fine not exceed- 
ing fifty poimds. 

A writer of the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine,’ January 
24, 1760, called attention to the elopement of a 
Gravesend heiress, who in her .sixteenth year escaped 
from her guardian, and went off with her lover to 
Guernsey, where she was securely married. And it 
is certain that , for a few y cal's ‘ Guernsey matches’ 
were scarcely less frequent than ‘ Scotch matches' 
subsequently beairne in the highei’ grades of English 
society. After posting from London to Si^uthampton 
an eloping couple could always find at that port a 
small vessel at their service. The fare f u- the psussage 
and rude entertainment on board the boat for the 
two fugitives was five guinen.s, and for a brief while 
the masters of craft trading between Southamp- 
ton and St. Peter IVtrt made considerable gains by 
ministering to spouses flying frun indignant parents. 
But of the many brides who thus made a Guernsey 
match, no one was ever known to reflect with satis- 
faction on her experiences in a slow .sailing boat on 
the rough waters off’ Alderney and the Caskets. In 
these days of fast and well-furnished steamers, the 
trip from England to the most picturesque of the 
Channel islands is often attended with serious incon- 
veniences to ladies who are bad sailors. In the time 
before steam navigation, when the best packets on the 
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line often passed several days in fog and storm, in 
accomplishing a voyage which in recent years has 
seldom exceeded twelve hours, it was frequently an 
enterprise of protracted peril and suffering. The 
accounts given by Guernsey-match brides, on their 
return to England, of what they endured throughout 
miserable days and nights in the Channel brought the 
island into discredit with lovers ; and in consequence 
of the terrifying descriptions, fashion, declared in 
favour of Scotland as the proper scene for irregular 
solemnizations of matrimony. 

When tlie eloping brides of England first took 
the northern road to wedlock, it was seldom that a 
pair of spouses flying from the barbarous require- 
ments of Loid Hardwicke’s Act were married south 
of Edinburgh. Their usual course was to post at full 
gallop, with four fresh horses for every stage, to the 
Scotch atpital, and take up their quarters at one of 
the several taverns in the Canongate, Avhere a so- 
called parson or coupler was always at hand to witness 
and register the promises of runaway lovers. The 
Canongate marriages for a while superseded the 
abolished Fleet wedding, and Canongate pai'sons 
succeeded to the employment and notoriety of the 
suppressed Fleet parsons. In one important pai'ti- 
cular, however, the matrimonial ‘couplei's’ of Edin- 
burgh differed greatly from the Fleet clergy. In 
London, with the exception of a few impostors who 
had never receiv'ed the episcopal ordination indicated 
by their garb, the Fleet parson was a member, though 
a disreputable one, of the clerictd profession. This 
was not the case with the Canongate parsons, no one 
of whom had ever been consecrated to the sei’vice 
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either of the Scotch or of the English Church. 
Lawyers’ clerks whose hands sottishness had de- 
prived of the power to use the pen effectively) 
or lacqueys discarded from domestic service on 
account of their dishonesty, these fellows loitered 
about the yards of the Canongate inns, ready, for any 
sum from a guinea to a shilling, to do any work that 
was not hard work. The Canongate parson would 
act as a guide to a party of tourists inspecting the 
lions of the capital, or for a few pence carry a message 
to the most remote part of the town. Sometimes he 
figured as an extra waiter at a public dinner ; but it 
was not often that he was employed so respectably, 
for he was an habitual tippler, and was apt to become 
stupid and riotous on the heel-taps of glasses seized 
from the side-board. The persons w’ho called this 
liquor-sodden varlet to their aid for matrimonial pur- 
poses being almost always southrons of the estab- 
lished Church, he pretended to be an Anglican clergy- 
man ; and in support of this impudent fiction usually 
appeared in a dirty surplice or tattered bombazine 
gown and bands, when he officiated at a coupling. 
By a rascal of this repulsive kind Lord George Lennox 
was married at Edinburgh in 17.'59 to Lady Louisa 
Kerr, whose elopement with her lover to the north is 
mentioned in a letter written by Mr. Jenkinson to 
Mr. Grenville, and preserved in the first volume of 
the ‘ Grenville Papers.’ 

But the Canongate soon ceased to be the usual 
place for the Scotch marriages of lovers who had 
eloped from England. Brides whose only object in 
visiting Scotland was expeditious wedlock did not 
care to undergo the additional expense and fatigue of 
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posting from the border to the northern capital, for 
the performance of an unedif3dng ceremony that 
could be more quickly and conveniently accomplished 
at the little village of Gretna, to fugitives from 
England the most accessible point of Scotland, at 
the south-east comer of Dumfriesshire. 

In the majority of elopements it was important to 
save the time required for the longer journey to Edin- 
burgh. The flying couple were usually followed at a 
short distance by the friends of the bride, and every 
mile added to the race for marriage increased the 
risk of her recapture. An accident to a horse or a 
carriage-wheel might occasion a delay to the progress 
of the fugitives that would enable their pursuers to 
overtake the captor and recover his prize. ■ Ten 
minutes gained or lost by the lovers might cause 
the success or failure of an expedition which, in case 
of success, temiiuated with a form of wedding that 
did not require two minutes for its achievement. 
Some of the races for Gretna-Green were so near 
that the betting on the contendants was even 
amongst the excited spectators of the chase. A 
pedestrian on the English high-road within a mile of 
the Scotch boundary would be overtaken by a light 
travelling chariot, drawn at the rate of sixteen miles an 
hour by four of the fleetest post-horses that the host of 
Carlisle’s chief inn could afford. Each postilion would 
give his whip-hand horse a cut with his whip at every 
bound of the infoiiated creature, whilst as frequently 
he plunged his spurs into the reeking flanks of the 
animal that he bestrode. And as the riders passed 
him at their perilous speed, pale as death in their 
faces, whilst they flogged and spurred like jockeys at 
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the finish of a neck-and-neck Derby, he would see 
the bridegroom’s head at the front window of the 
vehicle, and hear him screaming frantically, ‘ Go it I 
go it ! — we are getting away from them ! — Fifty 
guineas to each of you, if we get there in time?' 
Another five minutes and the pui'suers — two red- 
faced elderly gentlemen, whirled along at the same 
mad pace in a similar chttriot, drawn by equally fleet 
horses — would dash past him. ‘ How far ahead ? 
Shall we catch them ?' ‘ Five minutes before you, 

— not more.’ The response would scai'cely have been 
shouted out when the spectfitor would see the chase 
ended abi’uptly by the fall of a horse, the breaking 
of a trace, the upset of the carriage, or some other 
mishap that iniglit just as well have befallen the 
fugitives and given the victory to their pur- 
suers. 

The popular and altogether erroneous notion that 
Gretna-Green couples were wedded by a blacksmith 
whose forge sers'ed the purpose of a liymeneal altar 
had its origin in a scribbler’s reference to Vulcan’s 
labour in forging the fetters of wedlock. There is no 
evidence that anyone of the Gretna-Green marriages 
was solemnized in a smithy, or that anyone of the 
famous Gretna-Green ‘ couplers ’ ever followed the 
smith’s calling. One of those so-called parsons had 
been a common soldier, another had been a tobacco- 
nist, a third hfid carried a pedlar’s pack : all of them 
were drunkards and cheats ; but it remains to be 
shown that anyone of them ever shod a horse or 
wrought an iron bolt. 

A fellow named Scott, who inhabited a cottage 
near the Rigg, two or three miles from Gretna Green, 
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the first person to make a livelihood by joining 
'dandestine lovers in Dumfi’iesshire. On Scott's re- 
tirement from the scene of lawless matrimony, George 
Gordon, an old soldier, became the coupler of the 
district, and succeeded in persuading the simpletons 
of the country that in marrying runaway spouses he 
acted on the authority of a special commission, for 
■which he paid the Government fifty pounds a-year. 
As nobody required him to exhibit his commission, 

, the impostor gained credit for possessing a document 
that secured to him a monopoly of the marrying 
business of the neighbourhood. 

But the effrontery with which he asserted his 
imaginary privilege did not long preserve him from 
competitors : and in his last days George Gordon, the 
‘ licensed and regular coupler,’ was greatly disturbed 
by the success of Joe Paisley, formerly of the tobacco 
trade, who started as matrimonial ‘coupler’ some- 
where about the year 1789, and ingratiated him- 
self •with the keepers of the Gretna-Green diink- 
shops by astounding feats of sottishness. A Scotch 
pint, i.e. two English quarts of brandy, was the 
amount of fiery drink which the reverend gentleman 
consumed daily, without ever rendering himself 
riotous, or too stupid for the discharge of his sacer- 
dotal functions. Even on the memorable occasion 
when he and his chum ‘ Ned, the turner,’ poured into 
their bodies, between an early hour of a certain 
Monday morning and a late hour of the following 
Saturday evening, the entire contents of an anker of 
strong cognac, he walked away from the empty cask 
■mthout reeling, and appeared at kirk the next day 
in a clean shirt, and with a countenance that gave no. 

VOL. n. P 
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sign of the way in which he had spent the previous 
six days. The public-houses of ' the Green ’ felt 
themselves bound in gratitude and self-interest to do 
all in their power to support the ' coupler ’ who did 
so much for them. To Gordon’s chagrin, Joe Paisley 
soon came to be regarded as chaplain-in-ordinary to 
eveiy tavern of the Gretna district.* It was to no 
purpose that the old soldier talked grandly about his 
commission, his arrangement with the government, 
his annual payment of 50/. to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Joe Paisley’s only reply to the veteran 
was to call for another quart of brandy, and drink it 
silently. 

When he officiated at a wedding, George Gordon 
always wore a military costume, — consisting of a 
large cocked hat, red coat, and high boots. A pon- 
derous sword and scabbard dangled at his side ; and 
the old soldier assumed the air of a captain about to 

* The following picture of Joe Paisley, the ‘ Old Blacksmith,’ 
was drawn by an official pen : ‘ The persons who follow this illicit 
practice are mere impostoi’s — priests of their own creation, who 
have no right whatever either to marry or exercise any part of the 
clerical function. There are at present more than one of this 
description in this place, but the greatest j)art of the trade is mo- 
nopolized by a man who was originally a tobacconist, and not a 
blacksmith, as is generally believed. He is a fellow without edu- 
cation, without principle, without morals, and without manners. 
His life is a continued scene of drunkenness ; his irregular conduct 
has rendered him an object of detestation to all the sober and 
virtuous part of the neighbourhood. Such is the man (and the 
description is not exaggerated) who has the honour to join in the 
sacred bonds of wedlock many people of great rank and fortune 
from all parts of England. It is forty years and upwards since 
marriages of this kind began to be celebrated here. At the lowest 
computation, about sixty are supposed to be solemnized annually 
in this place. —Picfe ^Statistical Account of Scotland.’ 
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lead his troop in a desperate charge, Joe Paisley’s 
‘ get-up ’ was strictly clerical. He had a gown, cas- 
sock, bands, and a three-cornered hat that gave his 
comely face and large form a most imposing appear- 
ance. At the outset of his career this mock eccle- 
siastic used to join the bride and groom with his own 
hands and bless them with sacerdotal solemnity, 
before giving them a mis-spelt and scarcely legible 
marriage certificate, signed with an assumed name. 
But on learning from a Scotch advocate whose opinion 
he took on a case which required him to appear as a 
witness in Westminster Hall, that his course of action 
might possibly bring him into trouble, he henceforth 
signed his certificates with his own name, and, instead 
of testifying that he had married his customers, 
merely certified that he had witnessed them exchange 
the binding promises of marriage. In doing so he 
offended in no way against the law, which, in in- 
quiring into the validity of a wedding, never regarded 
the Gretna-Green parson, or the Canongate parson, 
or the ordained Fleet parson, as anything more than 
the witness of a civU contract. Adopting this safe 
and altogether legal course, Joe Paisley flourished for 
many years, drinking more brandy and chewing more 
tobacco than any other Scotchman of his day, and 
did not pass away from the Green until he had 
buried his good looks in fat, and made himself a 
monster of obesity, weighing twenty-five stone. 

On his death numerous candidates appeared for 
his relinquished business, the greater part of which 
fell to David Laing, the retired pedlar, — or merchant, 
as he asserted in the Lancaster Court-House — who 
united Bdward Gibbon Wakefield and Mina Fllan 
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Turner with matrimonial bands, which an Act of 
Parliament severed, after the groom had been con- 
victed of the felonious abduction of the heiress. At 
the famous trial of this luckless abducer and his con- 
federates, William Wakefield (Edward’s brother), 
Frances Wakefield, and Edward Thevenot (the 
abducer’s servant), . March, 1827, at the Lancaster 
Lent Assizes, David Laing appeared as a witness, 
dressed in a black cloth coat, waistcoat and breeches 
of black velvet, and an admirably polished pair of 
top-boots. During his examination he held in his 
hand a three-cornered hat of the orthodox clerical 
fashion, and behaved with grotesque stxipidity and 
pompousness. To preser\'e the bridegroom of a 
Gretna-Green match from a criminal prosecution for 
running away with an heiress, care was always taken 
to make it appear that the lady had played the 
abducer’s part, and had carried off her lover, whose 
worst fault was weakness in suffering himself to be 
borne aw^ay by his channer. At Carlisle the bride 
always ordered the post-horses for the hist stage, in 
the absence of the spouse, who left the room whilst 
the lady requested the host of the posting-house to 
put four horses at her service. At Gretna-Green it 
was she who paid the postilions, sent for the coupler, 
and paid the rascal for his services and certificate. 
At Lancaster, in 1827, in reply to questions put by 
Mr. Scarlett, the prisoner’s counsel, David Laing was 
careful to say that Miss Ellen Turner had performed 
one of the acts by which a Gretna-Green bride 
usually indicated that, besides consenting to her 
marriage, she had of her own free will brought her- 
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self to Scotland, and constrained ker spouse to 
accompany her.* 

The fees paid to the Gretna-Green ‘couplers’ 
for officiating at weddings varied from three or four 
pounds to as many shillings. But they could not 
keep for their own use all the money paid them by 
runaway couples. The parson who received three 
guineas from an heiress was constrained to give at 
least half-a-guinea to each of the postilions who had 
brought him the job, and another half-guinea to the 
keeper of the public-house in which the wedding had 
been solemnized. In some cases the coupler’s fee 


* ‘ GoumeL In fact you married them in the usual way. — 
David Laing. Yes, yes, I married them after the Scotch form ; 
that is, by putting on the ring on the lady^s finger, and that 
way. — Counsel, Were they both agreeable? — David Laing, Oh, 
yes j I joined their hands as man and wife. — Counsel, Was that 
the whole of the ceremony \ was it the end of it ? — David Laing. 
I wished them well, shook hands with them, and, as I said, they 
then embraced each other very agreeably. — Counsel, What else 
did you do ? — David Laing. I think I told the lady that I 
generally had a present from ’em, as it may be, of such a thing as 
money to buy a pair of gloves, and she gave me, with her own hand, 
a twenty-shilling Bank of England note to buy them. — Counsel, 
Where did she get the note ? — David Laing, How do I know 1 — 
Counsel, Did you give them a certificate ? — David Laing, Oh, yes ; 
I gave it to the lady,' In his cross-examination the witness ad- 
mitted to Henry Brougham that he had also received a large sum 
, of money from the bridegroom — ‘ thirty or forty pounds or there- 
abouts, as may be.’ Henry Brougham, Or fifty pounds, as it may 
be, Mr. Blacksmith ? — David Laing, May be, for I cannot say to a 
few pounds. — The lady’s gift, however, was supposed to be the 
parson’s payment for wedding the couple. David Laing, in his 
evidence, said that he was seventy-four years of age, and had been 
employed in the marrying business for forty-eight years. ‘Up- 
wards of forty-eight years I am doing these marriages .’ — Vide 
Beport of Edward Gibbon Wakefield’s Trial (Murray). 
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was divided into three equal parts, one of which went 
to the tavern-keeper, one to the two postilions, 
whilst the remaining third was all that the reverend 
confederate was allowed to keep for himself. But, like 
the Fleet parsons of former days, the Gretna-Green 
‘ coupler ’ gained in the course of years a great deal of 
money for new copies of marriage certificates, and for 
his evidence at trials. The forty or fifty pounds which 
Edward Gibbon Wakefield paid to David Laing were 
probably given as a bribe to the person who might 
appear as a witness in an ugly case, rather than as a 
fee to the priest. The same may be said of still larger 
sums which this coupler is said to have received from 
rich men who came to him with heiresses. 

The introduction of railways incretised for several 
years the number of irregidar marriages performed 
in Scotland by English spouses ; but the very faci- 
lities, afforded by the new system of locomotion for 
the perpetration of lawless wedlock, in due course 
occasioned the enactment that, without making any 
radical change in the marriage-law of Scotland, has 
put a stop to Gretna-Green matches. By 19 & 20 
Victoria, chap. xcvi. — a statute that came into opera- 
tion just ten years after the opening of the Lancaster 
and Carlisle Eailway — it was declared, ‘ After the 
thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-six, no irregular marriage con- 
tracted in Scotland by declaration, acknowledgment, 
or ceremony, shall be valid, unless one of the parties 
has at the date thereof his or her usual place of 
residence there, or has lived in Scotland for twenty- 
one days next preceding such marriage; any law, 
custom, or usage to the contraiy notwithstanding.’ 
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Though it rendered illegal the Gretna- Green 
match that became fashionable in George the Third’s 
reign — i. e. the elopement of English spouses, followed 
by their marriage immediately upon their arrival in 
Scotland — the afore-mentioned statute of Victoria 
has not, as some people erroneously suppose, ren- 
dered illegal the merely civil wedlock of English 
lovers in Scotland. Any London damsel, who desires 
her marriage to be solemnized in the most unseemly 
and irregular of ways, may stiU have her wish by 
running off to Gretna, and asking any old drunkard 
of that parish to couple her with her lover, or, to 
speak exactly, to witness her and her lover unite 
themselves in marriage by a declaration of their pur- 
pose to live together as man and wife. But to do 
this thing so that it may be valid wedlock, she or 
her spouse must spend in Scotland the three weeks 
immediately preceding their matrimonial union. By 
depriving Gretna- Green marriages of the especial 
advantages that formerly caused our eloping lovers 
to fly to ‘ the Scotch blacksmith,’ the Act, passed in 
July 1856, practically abolished the couplers of the 
Green, and closed their offensive proceedings. At 
the present time no lazy, tippling rascal subsists at 
the once notorious village of Dumfriesshire by 
witnessing the vows of runaway lovers. 

The civil wedlock of our recent Statute Law and 
the modem registrar’s office, in its arrangements for 
ensuring deliberateness on the part of spouses and 
for preserving evidence of their unions, diffem so 
materially from the civil matrimony of the old Com- 
mon Law that the two modes of marriage have 
nothing in common but their recognition of the 
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secular nature of the contract and their rejection of 
sacerdotal intervention. The old kind of civil matri- 
mony — the mode of English wedlock that originated 
in days of marriage by purchase — may be said to 
have perished in a foreign land from the Statute 
19 & 20 Victoria, c. 96. Over its grave beneath the 
sward of Gretna Green should be inised a monument 
bearing this inscription, ‘ Banished from its native 
coimtry by the barbarous law of Lord Chancellor 
Hardwicke, the Oldest Form of Civil Mairiage 
(known in England, since the epoch of Violent 
Matrimony), after languishing for one hundred and 
two years in exile, expired on this northern plain, 
December 1856, from a blow given it by the Pitiless 
Ad\Tisers of Queen Victoria.’ 
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CHAPTER XV. 

THE CARKYING AWAY OF HEIRESSES. 

A CONSIDERABLE proportion of the Gretna -Green 
matches involved offences against statutes for the 
protection of heiresses enacted in the reigns of 
Heniy the Seventh, Philip and Mary, Elizabeth, and 
George the Fourth ; concerning which Acts the 
non-legal reader will be thankful for a little inform- 
ation. 

It is significant of the tolerance exhibited by our 
ancestors to robbers of womankind, long after their 
general relinquishment of forcible marriage, that our 
strictly feudal period was drawing to a close before 
the violent seizure of a woman was made a public 
crime, to be punished by the law, instead of a private 
injury for which one of the injured persons, i. e., the 
previous owner of the stolen woman, could only obtain 
redress by civil process. And it is no less significant 
of the view taken of that offence by our forefathers 
of the fifteenth century that, in declaring the misde- 
meanour a capital felony, they drew a distinction 
between poor women and rich women, leaving the 
former sort of womankind under the old law, whilst 
they limited the operation of the new statute 
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(3 Henry VII. ch. ii.)* to the taking away of women, 
whether maids, widows, or women, possessed of 
lands and goods. To steal a girl who did not possess 
so much as the clothes that covered her was an irre- 
gularity, and perhaps a wrong to her father ; but 
henceforth the robbery of an heiress or any woman 
of money was a principal felony. A man might still 
carry off a girl for love^ without placing himself 
within the grip of the criminal law, provided her 
poverty showed that he had not carried her off for 
lucre. 

In spite of this severe enactment, however, 
heiresses were still withdrawn from their parents to 

• The Act is entitled ‘ The penalty for carrying a woman 
away against her will that hath lands and goods.* It says, 

‘ Whereas of late times divers women, as well maidens as widows 
and wives, having substance, some in goods moveable, and some in 
lands and tenements, and some being heirs ai)parent to their 
ancestors, for the lucre of such substance been oftentimes taken 
by misdoers, contrary to their will, and afterwards married to 
such misdoers, and to others by their assent .... to the great 
displeasure of God, and contrary to your 11 ighness’ laws, and dis- 
paragement of the said women, ami great heaviness and discomfort 
of their friends, and ill example of others. It is, therefore, 
ordained, established, and enacted by our sovereign lord the 
King, by the advice of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and the 
Commons in the said Parliament assembled, and by the authority 
of the same, that what person or {)ersons from henceforth that 
taketh any woman so against her will unlawfully, that is to say, 
maid, widow, or wife, that such taking, procuring, and abetting to 
the same, and also receiving willingly the same woman so taken 
against her wdll, and knowing the same be felony ; and that such 
misdoers, takers, and procurators to the same, and receitors, 
knowing the said offence in form aforesaid, be hence reputed and 
adjudged as principal felons. Provided always, that this Act 
extend not to any person taking any woman, and retaining her as 
his ward or bondwoman .* — Vide Statutes at Large. 
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'the annoyance and impoverishment of their &milies; 
and in the majority of cases the robbera escaped the 
penalty, designed for them by 3 Henry VIT., c. 2, 693, 
because they had no recourse to violence in removing 
their prey, and were cunning enough to induce the 
captured heiresses to perform acts that constituted 
legal demonstration of their consent to their with- 
dmwal. In his prudent fear of the gallows, the 
matrimonial fortune-hunter no longer surrounded 
the object of his cupidity with a band of armed con- 
federates, and seizing the heiress forcibly bore her 
away on a galloping charger to a scene of compulsory 
wedlock. But he was still at liberty to approach her 
with flattery and gifts, and induce her by fascination 
to leave her home in his company. The frequency 
with which adventurers of his sort, ‘ unthryftie and 
lighte personages,’ as the old statute calls them, 
gained possession of heiresses ‘ by flatterye, tryfelyng 
gyftes, and fayr promises,’ occasioned the statute, 4 
and 5 Philip and Mary, c. 8,* by which any male 

• * Worded with piquant quaintness, the preamble of this 
statute says, ‘ Whereas maydens and women, chyldren of noble- 
men, gentlemen, and others, as well suche as be heyres apparaunt 
to theyr auncestoi’s, as others hauinge lefte unto them by theyr 
father or other auncester and friendes, landes, tenementes, and 
heredytaments, and other great substaunces in goodes and catalles 
moveable, for and to the jntente to advaunce them in maryage 
somewhat lyke according to theyr degrees, and as myghte be mooste 
for their suretie and comforte, as well for themselves, as of all 
other theyr freinds and kynfolks, be often tonnes unwares to theyr 
sayde freindes or kynfolkes, by flatterye, tryfelynge gj^ftes, and 
fayre promises of manye unthrj’ftic and lighte personages, and 
thereto by the intreatye of persons of lewde demeanoure and 
others, that for rewardes bye and sell the sayd maydens and 
chyldren, secretlye allured and wonne to contract matrimony with 
the said unthrifty and lyght personages, and thereupon either 
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robber, above eighteen years of age, guilty of carrying 
off an heiress under sixteen years of age, subjected 
himself thereby to a fine in the Star Chamber and 
two yearn’ imprisonment. But the part of this statute 
that affected the matrimonial fortune-hunters most 
grievously was the provision that the real estate of 
any heiress, marrying before the completion of her 
sixteenth year without the consent of her parents or 
guardians, should forthwith go to her next of kin, who 
should hold it during her life. At her death the 
estate reverted to her issue, if she left any, and de- 
scended as it would have done ‘ in cjise thys acte had 
never byn made, other than to him oi Jy that so shall 
contiact matrimony,’ 

Nor may it be imagined that the statute of Henry 
the Seventh altogether put an end to the violent 
carrying away of heire&ses. Offenders against that 
act being allowed to plead their clergy for a first 
offence, women of property were still sometimes 
seized by scoundrels who, on being brought to trial 
for seizing and marrying their victims against their 
will, avoided the proper penalty of their crime by 
the legal contrivance that, even so late as 1827, 
enabled the perpetrator of one of divers ofiences, on 
a first conviction, to escape with his life and go away 
with no severer punishment than the stigma set on 
his hand by a branding-iron, and on his character by 

with slighte or force oftentimes, oftentimes be taken and conveyed 
away from theyr sayde parentes, friendes, or kyunefolkes, to the 
high displeasure of Almyghtie God, disparagement of the sayde 
chyldren, and the extreme continual peynes of all tlicyr freindes, 
which ungodly dealynge for lacke of wholesome lawes to the 
redresse thereof, remayneth a great familier and common mischiefe 
in thys our common welth / — Vide 4 & 5 Philip andMaiy, a 8. 
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the scandal of a criminal prosecution. To correct 
tfiiH evil, an amendment of the law (39 Elizabeth, 
e. 9) took away the benefit of clergy from felons con- 
victed of the forcible abduction of heiresses.* Hence- 
forth the violent captor of an heiress married his 
victim against her will, at the risk of putting the 
hangman’s rope, as well as the matrimonial noose, 
around his neck. Persons assisting him in his criminal 
enterprise ran the same risk, as Sir John Johnston 
discovered to his surprise and dismay in the days 
of WUliam the Third, when he brought him.self to 
the gallows by acting as best man to Captain Camp- 
bell, who wedded by force Miss Wharton, the heiress 
of the House of Wharton. Sir John, who became 
so signal a warning to the ‘best man’ of the seven- 
teenth century and later times, was proved to have 
himself seized the young lady, whose marriage 
with her captor was annulled by Act of Parliament 
in 1690. 

Queen Elizabeth’s amended law against the cap- 
tors of heiresses remained in force until the first year 

* ‘ Be it therefore enacted,’ says this statute, ‘by the Queen’s 
most excellent Majesty, the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and the 
Commons in the present Parliament assembled, and by the 
authority of the same, that all and every such person or persons 
as at any time after the end of the present session of Parliament 
shall be convicted or attainted of or for any offence to be com- 
mitted after the end of the present session of Parliament, made 
felony by the said Act of the third year of the reign of King Henry 
the Seventh, or which shall be indicted and arraigned of or for 
any such offence, and stand mute, or make no direct answer, or 
shall challenge peremptorily above the number of twenty, shall in 
every case lose his and their benefit of clergy, and shall suffer the 
pains of death without benefit of clergy ; any former law to the 
contrary notwithstanding .’ — Vide 39 Eliz. c. 9. 
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of Greorge the Fourth, when transportation was sub- 
stituted for capital punishment. Eight years later, 
another change of the law (9 Geo. IV. c. 31) subjected 
every person and his abettors, convicted of feloniously 
carrying away an heiress against her will with intent 
to marry her, or cause her to be married, to trans- 
portation for life, or for any term not less than seven 
years, or to imprisonment with or without hard 
labour for any term not exceeding four years. 

Many of the readers of this page doubtless re- 
member how, in the opening volume of Eichardson’s 
‘ Sir Charles Grandison,’ the heroine of the story falls 
into the hands of the wicked baronet. Sir Hargrave 
Pollexfen. She is leaving the masquerade in the Hay- 
market, w’here she has been taken by her modish 
fiiends of the West End, when she is induced by one 
of the villain’s agents to enter the wrong sedan-chair. 
In a trice the bearers have put their shoulders under 
the poles of the portable box, and the ‘incompar- 
able Miss Harriet Byron ’ is being borne towards 
Mrs. Awberiy^’s house in Lissom (now-a-days called 
Lisson) Grove, where Sir Hargrave, with alternate 
flatteries and menaces, endeavours to make her go 
through an irregular marriage with him in the 
presence of a coarse-mannered and tobacco-chewing 
Fleet parson. Failing to bully her into compliance 
with his desires, the captor dismisses the clergyman, 
and, after getting the better of his transient com- 
punctions of conscience, and pity for her distress, 
places her by force in a coach and six, and carries her 
off in the direction of his place at Windsor, where he 
means to conquer her stubborn will, and compel her, 
in spite of her detestation of him, to become his 
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Inide. Surrounded by armed servants, the coacb is 
on its darksome way towards the atrocious Sir 
Hargrave’s countiy bouse, when it is encountered by 
the equipage of Sir Charles Grandison, who, on 
hearing the incomparable Harriet’s cries for help, 
leaps from his chariot, rescues the innocent damsel 
from her perfidious persecutor, and becomes at once 
her “best of men.” Not a few of the English 
matrons who are still alive to look after their 
daughters and grand-daughters at Belgravian balls 
can remember how the narrative of Harriet’s anguish 
and despair thrilled their hearts with sympathetic 
indignation when they were simple country girls, so 
ignorant of London as to imagine that, on coming up 
to town for their ‘ first season,’ they, too, might be 
kidnapped by diabolical baronets. 

Intelligent people of the present day, who have 
not paid much attention to the social annals of the 
last century, are likely to imagine that the story of 
Miss Byron’s ill-treatment at the hands of Sir Har- 
grave Pollexfen was a mere piece of romantic art — 
suflSciently like real life for the sensational purpose 
of the novelist, and the excitement of his readers, 
hut altogether contradictory to the actual experiences 
and social conditions of gentlewomen in George the 
Second’s London. But the writers of novels and 
dramas, who concur with Richardson in depicting a 
London society in which such an affair as the seizure 
of Harriet Byron was no rai*e occurrence, are not the 
only witnesses to the astounding temerity and dis- 
regard for law with which men of fashion and other 
masculine adventmers, in the days of the Mohocks 
and later roarers about town, laid hold of the well- 
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bom damsels whom they wished to possess for love 
or lucre. The records of criminal trials, the pages of 
social essayists, and the letters of private correspon- 
dents, show that the playwrights and novelists did 
not exaggerate the risk which circumspect young 
ladies of beauty and fortune ran of being forcibly 
captured by their admirers in the capital, and also in 
the provincial cities of England, a hundred or more 
years since.***" Had the violent seizing of heiresses 
and other women of money been a lawful pastime 
instead of a felony punishable with loss of life, the 
youngsters and braggarts of Queen Annes town 


* In one of his social essays, Defoe remarks, ‘ The arts and 
tricks made use of to trepan, and, as it were, kidnap young women 
away into the hands of brutes and sharj^ers, were very scandalous, 
and it became almost dangerous for anyone to leave a fortune 
to the disj)osal of the person that was to enjoy it ; and where it 
was so left, the young lady went always in danger of her life ; she 
was watched, laid wait for, and, as it were, besieged by a continual 
gang of rogues, cheats, gamesters, and such like starving crew, so 
that she was obliged to confine herself like a prisoner to her 
chamber, be locked, and barred, and bolted in, and have her eyes 
every moment u{>on the door, as if she was afraid of bailiffs and 
officers to aiTest her; or else she was snatched up, seized, hur- 
ry*d up into a coach-aud-six, a fellow dressed up in a clergyman’s 
habit to j)crfonn the ceremony, and a pistol clapt to her breast to 
make her consent to be marry ’d, and thus the work was done.* — 
Vide * Defoe's Essay on Conjugal Intercourse.* Writing in 1727, 
Defoe says that the rigorous execution of the law had done much 
for the security of wealthy womankind ; but his account of what 
heiresses used to endure before the improvement may be taken as 
a fair picture of wdiat many of them endured from their hunters 
after George the Third’s accession. The violent captors often defied 
the law, because they were confident of their power to reconcile tlieir 
victims to their fate, or because they knew that humanity, even 
more than prudential considerations, would render the iiyured 
women reluctant to put a severe law in force. 
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Prince William Henry, at the instigation of paternal 
concern for the expected infant, who, if legitimate, 
might live to wear the crown of Great Britain, had 
in the previous year gone to his brother the King, 
and told him the truth. On recovering from his 
first surprise, George the Third asked his brother 
for the proofs of the marriage, — the matrimonial cer- 
tificate and other evidences, — in order that they 
might be duly recorded in the archives, of the Privy 
Council. The Duke of Gloucester was compelled to 
admit that there existed no single scrap of docu- 
mentary evidence that the marriage had ever been 
solemnized. The King replied that the witnesses 
must be summoned at once to certify that the wed- 
ding had taken place at the alleged time and house. 
The Duke regretted that there had not been a single 
witness of the ceremony, with the exceptiorr of the 
principals in the aftair, and the officiating chaplain. 

‘ Send for the chaplain at once/ said the King, whose 
good sense assured him that the principals in a wed- 
ding could not be accepted as legal witnesses of 
the fact. Pale with agitation, the Duke replied, ‘ He 
is dead.' 

In every par-ticular of its irregularity, — the w^ant 
of a license and neglect to publish banns, the pri- 
vacy and profaneness of the place, the uncanonical 
hour, the absence of witnesses, — the marriage had 
been a Fleet marriage. The legal quality of the 
wedding was not affected by the social rank of the 
wedded persons, or by the fact that it was effected 
west of Temple Bar. Half the Fleet marriages of 
the commonalty had been solemnized in places 
beyond the boundaries of the Fleet quarter. The 
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nuptial celebrations of tbe Mayfair Chapel had been 
as truly Fleet weddings as any of the unions for- 
merly solemnized within the very walls of the prison. 
But in one most important particular the wedding 
of the Duke and Countess was more irregular and 
scandalous than any ordinary’’ ‘ coupling ’ done in 
a tavern bar-room by a tippling varlet in a tattered 
cassock. The lowest reprobate of the Fleet clergy 
always kept records of the marriages which he so- 
lemnized, so that something like legal evidence of 
the solemnization should be afterwards attainable. 
But whilst setting at nought the orders of the 
church, this pi-ince of the blood royal and this peeress 
of noble lineage had failed to observe the chief 
requirement of the law of civil marriage. They had 
been married (at least, they said so) by declaration 
in the absence of witnesses. At best their mutual 
declaration had been made in the presence of only 
one witness, who was not alive to testify to the 
imrecorded contract. They hfid made an agreement, 
without creating the requisite evidence of the com- 
pact. Their statements concerning the affair — its 
time, place, circumstiinces — were without a tittle of 
corroborative testimony. 

The Duke and Countess-Duchess of Gloucester* 
had been married a little more than live years when 
another irregular marriage took place in the royal 
family. On October 2, 1771 — the very same month 
in which Prince William Henry revealed the fact of 
his marriage to his equerries at Leghorn — ^the drama 
of the drawing-room in Pall Mall was re-enacted in 
a drawing-room of a mansion in Hertford Street, 
between the hours of 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. The prin- 
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and spent a week or ten days in prying about 
Shrigley Park, Cheshire, the seat of William Turner, 
the heiress’s father. Having satisfied himself that 
the prize would reward him for the trouble of cap- 
turing her, he proceeded to the accomplishment of 
his design. Selecting a time when Mr. Turner had 
gone to London on business, he sent hk valet, 
Thevenot, in a well-appointed carriagej^ over to Liver- 
pool, with a note addressed to Miss Daulby, the 
heiress’s schoolmistress. The valet was instructed 
to represent himself to Miss Daulby as the servant 
and secretary of a physician named Armstrong, and 
was told, in case he should succeed in getting pos- 
session of the heiress, to convey her to Manchester, 
where he would be met by his employer. The note, 
addressed to Miss Daulby, purported to have been 
written by a physician then in attendance on 
Mrs. Turner, of Shrigley Park ; and it represented 
that Mrs. Turner, being in urgent danger from a 
paralytic stroke, wished to see her only child as soon 
as possible. The patient’s condition required that 
her daughter should return to her immediately. The 
note directed Miss Daulby to entrust Miss Ellen 
Turner, aetat. 15, to the physician’s servant, who 
would convey her to her mamma at the quickest 
posting speed. The letter also enjoined Miss Daulby 
not to alarm the child by tellmg her of Mrs. Turner’s 
illness. 

A week later, the Lancashire mammas censured 
Miss Daulby very severely for allowing Miss Ellen 
Turner to leave the school for the homeward journey 
without a chaperon. If Miss Daulby could not have 
accompanied her, it was averred that she ought to 
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have caused one of her sisters, or a trustworthy 
governess, to attend the heiress to Shrigley Park, 
Cheshire. The schoolmistress was unquestionably 
guilty of remissness : and in the course of a few days 
she bitterly repented her want of caution, Mons. 
Thevenot’s manner was so plausible and respectful, 
and his account of the circumstances which had occa- 
sioned his mission to Liverpool was so consistent 
with facts known to Miss Daulby, that it never 
occvuTed to her that the intelligent, deferential 
French servant wius an heiress-snatcher’s agent. She 
told her pupil that she must start immediately for 
her home, where her mamma re<iuired her presence. 
And in less than half-an-hour after his arrival at 
Miss Daulby ’s door, Mons. Thevenot, sitting in 
the rumble of the carriage that conbiined the little 
heiress, was posting at the rate of twelve miles an 
hour to Manchester. 

At Manchester, where Edward Gibbon Wakefield 
met his servant according to agreenient. Miss Ellen 
Turner .saw for the first time in ht‘r life the man who 
had decided to marry her. The unsophi.sticated 
school-girl was agreeably impressed by his handsome 
face, elegant figure, benignant smile, and reassuring 
kindness. His musical voice and deferential air 
delighted the little dam.sel, by showing her that he 
did not think of her as child or school-girl, but as a 
lady entitled t<j respect and homage. The announce- 
ment that he in due coui*se made to her was painful 
and startling ; but his sympathetic manner miti- 
gated her pain, whilst the persuasive and gentle' 
authoritativeness of his voice lessened her astonish- 
ment. It was his sad duty to tell her tliat her papa 
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was in great trouble, in serious difficulties, — in fact, 
was a bankrupt. The failure of two large banks had 
deprived him of all his money ; and nothing could 
save him from ruin but his child’s immediate com- 
pliance with a certain arrangement. Circumstances, 
of which there was no need to speak at length, 
required that he (Mr. Edward Gibbon Wakefield) 
should marry forthwith, and he could- not be happy 
with any.huly for his wife but Miss Ellen Turner, 
whom he had seen a few weeks since at a public pro- 
menade, and seeing had loved at first sight He 
had spoken with Mr. Turner on the subject, and had 
offered to relieve him from his pecuniary difficulties 
by lending him G0,00uZ., on condition that in ac- 
knowledgment of the loan Mr. Turner would give his 
daughter to the lender. 

There seemed nothing impossible or improbable in 
this startling announcement to the poor child. Her 
small experience of life had taught her that Lanca- 
shire manufiictureis often fell suddenly from wealth 
to indigence. Last htdf-year one of her favoimite 
schoolmates had been renjoved from Miss Daulby’s 
establishment, beciiuse her papa, a great mill-owner, 
had unexpectedly become insolvent. It occurred to 
her, also, that she herself had returned to school at 
the end of her last holidays without the customary 
cheque for Miss Haulby's bill, because her papa’s 
account at his bank was unusually low. She remem- 
bered that her papa had then jocularly declared his 
inability to pay Miss Daulby’s bill, and had predicted 
playfully that he too should soon become a bank- 
rupt like her particular friend’s papa He must 
htive spoken seriously what she had supposed him to 
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say in jest As nothing had been told her of the 
story about her mamma’s illness, her chief thought 
was for her dear papa — wretched, dishonoured, in- 
solvent. Her next strongest thought was one of 
gratitude to this kind Mr. Wakefield, who loved her 
though she was penniless, and was ready to save her 
papa from ruin. To marry so pleasant and charm- 
ing a gentleman would be no hard fate for the 
daughter who would thereby preserve her father’s 
good name and happiness. Still, with due care for 
the social proprieties, she said, like a good girl, 

‘ Dear Mr. Wakefield, you are very kind to me, and 
I think that I could learn to love you, and make you 
a good wife, though I am very young; but I may 
not marry you till I have seen dear papa, and heard 
from his own lips what he wishes me to do.’ 

Mr. Wakefield — delighted with the girl’s gentle- 
neas, beauty, and discreetne.ss — assured her that he 
had no wish whatever to make her his wife imtU she 
had spoken with her papa. They were on their way 
to Scotland, for a quick marriage ; but she would be 
met at Carlisle by her papa, who would accompany 
her to Gretna Green. This assurance allayed what- 
ever suspicions may have momentarily troubled the 
little damsel, who became eager to proceed with the 
journey to Carlisle, where she would see her father. 
Night came ; and for the first time in her life she 
passed the hours of darkness without going to bed. 
All night the heiress and her raptor travelled at 
fastest posting speed towards the chief town of Cum- 
berland, where she learnt that her papa had been 
thrown into prison after making two futile attempts 
to cross the border to Scotland. Her only way to 
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resctie him from his cruel gaoler, Mr. Wakefield 
told ter, was to go on to Gretna Green, and become 
the wife of her rich suitor, who would not sleep till 
he had put her sire at liberty. At the same time she 
had received a letter purporting to have been written 
by Mr. Turner’s solicitor, Mr. Grimditch, which de- 
sired her ‘ to show the same fortitude that her father 
had evinced on the occasion of his losses.’ The forged 
note h{,d the desired effect on the fifteen-year-old 
heiress, who determined to play the heroine’s part, 
and for her dear papa’s sake to proceed to Scotland. 

Several circumstances of her transit through Car- 
lisle roused the suspicions of the womankind of the 
Bush Iin, of that cathedral town. It appeared 
strange to the hostess of the Bush Inn that the lady 
in the travelling-carriage, bound for Gretna, did not 
herself order the horses for the last stage. It was 
singular that, thoixgh several minutes were spent by 
Edward Gibbon Wakefield in conferring with her and 
his brother at the door of the inn, she did not alight 
from tie vehicle for refreshment. It was suspicious 
that Edward Gibbon Wakefield caused the blinds of 
the lady’s carriage to be drawn over the windows, so 
that tlie loitcreia about the tavern could not see the 
fugitire bride. It was still more suspicious that 
the s«.me gentleman interposed and said ‘ No ’ per- 
emptorily, when the hostess approached him and 
the prisoner in the chariot with a suggestion that 
the lady might like to enter the inn for a few mi- 
nutea Moreover, when the carriage-door was mo- 
meiitarUy opened, the women of the inn were 
struck by the childish look and wretched air of the 
yoang lady. 
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But the suspicions of the Carlisle gossips did not 
delay the tmvellers, who went on to Gretna Green, 
where the faint, weary, tenified little girl was with 
her consent married, in the presence of John Linton, 
publican of the ‘Gretna Hall’ inn, and William 
Graham, post-boy to the thief who had kid- 
napped her. 

From Gretna Green the robber «»rried off the 
scared school-girl to France, and on reaching Calais 
he opened negotiations with Mr. Turner, witli a view 
to ‘terms.’ The demands of the gentlemanlike rascal 
were not exorbitant. He w'ould be satisfied with an 
annual allowance adequate to his wants in ‘the first 
society in Europe.’ It is satisfiictory to ki.ow that 
he failed to extort money from the outraged father, 
who managed affairs so cleverly that the tlief was 
brought to trial in England, tuid eventually saitenced 
to three years’ imprisonment in Newgate. Whilst 

* This posthoy’s evidence at the subsequent trial of the thief 
and his accr>mplices illustnites the rudeness and vulj^ari';y of the 
Scotch weddings, at which some of the most fiustidious Welles of 
our proud aristocracy were united to their husbands. ‘ William 
Graham was present at the ceremony. Did not see anything 
particular in the lady. She l)ehaved like other ladies. The 
parson performed the usual ceremony. The usual ceremaiy was 
to desire the bridegroom to einhrace the bride. — VonimL “ Did 
the parson say that to Mr. Wakefield?” — William Graham, ‘ Yes.’* 
— Coumel. “Did Mr. Wakefield do that?” — William Graham* 
“ Yes. The bride behaved much the same as other ladies. She 
turned round as if partly to meet him witli a kind of kiss, ai may 
be.* The member of ‘ the first society in Europe * induced his 
victim to sit for a minute or two on his knee in tiie parlour o\ the 
* Gretna Hall,’ so that her demeanour, witnessed by the bamaid, 
and landlord, and postboy, might be adduced os evidence of her 
affectionate feeling for her robber, and of her consent to the 
wedding. 
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this choicest ornament of the most fashionablfe Anglo- 
Parisian coterie was undergoing proper discipline in 
Newgate, his brother was incarcerated for the same 
term in Lancaster Castle. A special Act of Parlia- 
ment liberated the heiress from matrimonial bondage 
to her raptor. 
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CHAPTER XVL 

TWO ROYAL FLEET MARRIAGES. 

It has been already stated that members of the Royal 
Family were exempted from the operation of Lord 
Hardwicke’s Marriage Act. This exemption resulted 
in two of the most memorable Fleet marriages upon 
record, which occasioned a well-known enactment in 
restraint of the matrimonial liberty of the Princes 
and Princesses of the reigning house of Great 
Britain. 

Told in the most simple language, the account of 
the earlier of those two weddings read.s more like a 
chapter taken from a sensational romance than a 
piece of veritable domestic history. 

At an early hour of the sixth evening of 
September, 1766, a young and lovely woman was 
sitting alone in a dniwing-room of one of the state- 
liest mansions of Pall Mall. The house was the town- 
residence of Maria, Countess-Dowager of Walde- 
grave, widow of James the 2nd Earl of Waldegrave. 
The solitary occupant of the room was the Countess, 
who, though she was the mother of three children 
and had been a widow for about three years, was 
still in the flower and freshness of the girlish beauty 
that seven or eight years before had won for her 
the passionate love of a rich and powerful earl. She 
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was scarcely more remarkable for her personal endow- 
ments than for her wit, the sweetness of her disposi- 
tion, and the achievements of her nearest ancestors. 
Daughter of Sir Edward Walpole, K.B., grand- 
daughter of the famous Whig statesman, and niece 
of the elegant and scholarly Horace Walpole, she 
was a gentlewoman to whom princes of the blood 
might render homage without any great condescen- 
sion. She was the same Lady Waldegrave whose 
brief retirement from society, after the celebration of 
her wedding, helped to establish, if it did not origi- 
nate, the fashion of honeymoon trips. 

The Countess of Waldegrave, on the evening 
already named, did not pass many solitary minutes 
in her drawing-room before a well-looking gentle- 
man, whose slight figure and comely face entitled 
him to be described as a handsome boy, approached 
the lady and saluted her with affectionate respectful- 
ness and familiarity. These two young people were 
lovers. They.had loved each other for many months. 
But they deemed it requisite, for reasons of public 
policy and for the domestic harmony of the Royal 
Family, that their attachment should be revealed to 
tbe smallest possible number of persons. They had 
agreed to marry, and had decided that their union 
should be withheld from the knowledge of all the 
world, with the exception of the clergyman who had 
promised to solemnize their union, and perhaps a 
single servant of whose secrecy and faithfulness, the 
Coxmtess was assured. 

Ten minutes later a third person, in accordance 
with a pre-appointment, entered the room in which 
the young Prince William-Henry, Duke of Glou- 
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cester, and brother of the reigning sovereign, was 
closeted with the woman to whom he was on the 
point of binding himself in clandestine wedlock. 
This third person was a clergyman, in the garb of 
a priest of the English Church — the Kev. Robert 
Morton, one of the Countess of Waldegrave’s do- 
mestic chaplains, who bore in his hand the Book of 
Common Prayer, and proceeded at once to do the 
work for which he had been invited to the presence 
of royalty. It was a scene f!»r the stage. The bride 
was still a girl in appearance ; the boyish bridegroom 
was still in his twenty-fourth year ; the altar was 
a buhl-table, littered with knick-knacks and the 
volumes of the bust new novel ; the clergyman was 
a courtly ecclesiastic, who had hopes of a deanery or 
a mitre as his fee for officiating at the secret cere- 
mony. The time was between 7 p.m. and 9 p.ra. ; 
and the cmtained drawing-room that for the occa- 
sion did duty as a chapel Wiis lighted with a few 
tapers. 

The ceremony did not occupy many minutes ; 
and when it was over no memorandum of the event 
was made on paper. The Prince had resolved that no 
record should exist, which by falling into the hands 
of an enemy might disclose inopportunely the trans- 
action of the evening. He was an honest, if not 
nicely honoirrable, young man, but suspicious and 
fearful ; suspicious of the persons by whom his secret 
was necessarily shared, and fearful of the conse- 
quences of its exposure. The Reverend Robert 
Morton would be less likely to be troublesome, if 
the wedding were an occurrence of which he could 
offer no evidence but his bare assertion. In a mo- 



TWO ROYAL FLEET MARRIAGES. 


237 


inent of weakness Lady Waldegrave would be less 
likely to reveal to her uncle Horace or her sisters 
the secret of her royal alliance, if she could not 
support the statement with a scrap of written 
testimony. 

There are no grounds for supposing that the 
Covmtess, in her desire to guard her secret from 
discovery, selected for the clerical duty at her clan- 
destine marriage a clergyman whose failing health 
caused her to think that he would not be long in 
this world. Death, however, soon deprived the 
priest of the power to be treacherous. No long time 
had elapsed since the furtive union when the Duke 
had the satisfaction of knowing that the only person 
present at the unrecorded w’edding, besides its two 
principals, was reposing in the silent grave. 

The time ctime w'hen the young Prince bitterly 
regretted tlie pains he had taken to be as far as pos- 
sible the keeper of his own secret. But for a w’hile 
things went pleasantly enough with him, — a bachelor 
to all the world except his conjugal partner. It was, 
of course, knowui in the royal circles and the w'orld 
of fashion that he piissed much of his time at a 
certain mansion in Pall Mall, and that the closest 
intimacy e.xisted between him and the lady of the 
house. Of course, people gossiped about the lovely 
widow and her enamoured prince in a manner dis- 
creditable to the lady, but greatly justified by cir- 
cumstances. Some wiseacres could say on the best 
authority that the loveis were secretly married; 
other quidnuncs, more sceptical and less amiable, 
were only sure that the yoimg people ought to be 
married. It was against the lady, in the opinion ot 
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the censorious, that she appeared to admit the Prince 
to every familiarity to which no one but her hus- 
band could have a claim. It was in her favour that 
her kindred of both sexes and the discreetest gentle- 
women of the great world were as intimate with her 
as they had ever been. Five whole years passed 
thus before the Duke of Gloucester ever admitted 
to any man that he was the husband of the woman 
wdth whom rumoiu' had associated him wdth sug- 
gestions very hurtful to lier honour. But in Oc- 
tober, 1771, being severely ill at Leghorn, and be- 
lieving himself to be on his death-bed, Prince William 
Henrj' told his two equerries that he had married 
the Countess of Waldegmve in the September of 
1766, and enjoined them that, in case of his death, 
they should use his declaration for the restoration 
of the lady’s good name. The event, how'ever, 
which w'ould have caused the equerries to enlighten 
society respecting the intercourse of the Prince and 
his wife did not take place. The Duke recovered 
from his Ulness, and f^r another year and half the 
great world was left to guess and question w'hether 
the honour of the Walpoles hud been tarnished by 
the fairest of their womankind. 

The Countess, it is true, under strictest seal of 
secrecy, confessed, on March, 1 772 (the year in which 
the Eoyal Marrijige Act w^as passed), to the Bishop 
of Exeter, that she wjis the Duke of Gloucester’s 
wile. But it was not till the May in the following 
year, when the Countess-Duchess was on the point 
of giving birth to a child, — the first offspring of her 
union with the Prince, — that measures were publicly 
taken to clear her honour of shameful imputatioii. 
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could scarcely have followed it more openly and im- 
pudently. 

But the student of oiu* social annals has not to go 
back to the eighteenth century for an illustration of 
the audacity with which the matrimonial fortune- 
hunters of English society used to take unlawhil 
possession of heiresses. The capital penalty had been 
for several years removed from the felony of heiress- 
taking, when a young lady was kidnapped and mar- 
ried on the Scotch border under circumstances which 
made it a subject for regret that it was no longer 
possible for a judge to send her robber to the 
gallows. Her case is alluded to in the last chap- 
ter, but with no mention of its most atrocious fea- 
tures. 

Some five or six and forty years from the present 
time Paris contained a coterie of English residents 
who. called themselves ‘ the first society in Europe,’ 
and in all sincerity believed themselves to be the 
politest and most charming people of the whole 
world. In this small cli<]ue of self-sufficient exiles 
there was no handsomer or cleverer gentleman than 
Edward Gibbon Wakefield. If an exception may 
be made to this statement, it should be recorded in 
favour of William Wakefield, who was not at all 
inferior to his brother in style, address, personal 
elegance, and wit. Nephews of Pidscilla Wakefield, 
whose books for children were forty years since found 
in every English nursery and schoolroom, these 
brothers were members of a family remarkable for per- 
sonal comeliness and mental quickness. In England 
they were persons of no great importance, but 
they had the air of being notable personages, and to 
VOL. n. Q 
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this air they were chiefly indebted for their position 
in ‘the first society of Europe,’ 

Although Paris under Charles the Tenth was not 
the expensive place of residence that it became under 
Louis Napoleon, life in ‘ the first society of Europe ’ 
was costly, and the brothers Wakefield were in 
urgent need of money for the continuance of their 
career of elegant idleness, when it was suggested to 
Edward Gibbon, a widower with two or three 
children, that he had better replenish his purse by 
stealing a little girl, of considerable property and 
great expectations, from her parents in England. To 
do this he need not withdraw himself for more than 
a few weeks from his Parisian friends. The young 
lady whom it was proposed that he should appro- 
priate was a pupil at the best boarding-school at 
Liverpool ; could be approached without difficulty 
and carried off to Scotland, whence she could be 
transported to Paris almost before her father, a 
wealthy Lancashire manufactui’er, could hear of her 
felonious removal from Miss Daulby’s seminary. Three 
weeks, or at most a month, would be time enough 
for the achievement of an enterju'ise that would free 
the gentlemanly robber from pecuniary embarrass- 
ment, and place him in easy circumstances for the 
rest of his life. The scheme appeared so practicable, 
and was so perfectly accordant with the morals of 
‘the first society in Europe,’ that Mr. Edward 
Gibbon Wakefield, after consultation with his brother 
and his adroit valet, Mons. Thevenot, determined to 
act upon it. 

The thief, accompanied by his brother and valet, 
crossed the Channel, went to the North of En gird, 
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cipals of this second royal Fleet marriage were 
George the Third’s brother, Henry Frederick, Duke 
of Cumberland, and the Honourable Anne Horton, 
widow of Major Christopher Horton, of Calton HaU, 
Derbj shire. Like the Countess of Waldegrave, 

Mrs. Horton was a lady of good family, great beauty, 
and considerable possessions. The daughter of Lord 
Imham, subsequently mised to an earldom in the 
peerage of Ireland, the Honourable Anne Luttrell 
was a supremely beautiful creature at the time of 
her first marriage ; and her personal attractiveness 
was but little, if at all, diminished when she was 
united, without banns or license, in irregular wed- 
lock to the young Duke of Cumberland, who at the 
time of the wedding was still in his twenty-fifth 
year. Like his brother Gloucester’s marriage, the 
younger Duke’s nuptials were solemnized in the 
biide’s house ; but more prudent than Lady Walde- 
grave, pei-haps rendered prudent by what she had 
heard of doubts respecting the evidence of the 
Duchess of Gloucester’s marriage, Mrs. Horton had 
induced her sister, the Honourable Elizabeth Lut- 
trell, to be present as a witness at the secret wed- 
ding, and had caused the Reverend William Stevens, 
clerk. Fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, — the. 
clergyman who celebrated the wedding in Hertford 
Street, — to make a memorandiun of the occurrence. 
When his brother Cumberland’s matrimonial arrange- 
ment came to the King’s knowledge, soon after the 
Duke of Gloucester had brought his domestic case 
imder His Majesty’s consideration, the King saw at a 
glance that Mrs. Horton’s position diflFered materially ■ 
from Lady Waldegrave’s. The former lady had suffi- 
VOL. II. R 
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cient legal testimony of her royal allianoe, the latter 
had none. 

Had she been an actress or plebeian adventuress, 
it is certain that the Duke of Gloucester’s wife would 
not have been recognized as a member of the royal 
family. In the total absence of proof of her mar- 
riage, she would have been declared the Prince’s 
mistress, and her progeny would have been iidjudged 
illegitimate. But Lady Waldegrave was no upstart 
who had thrust herself into the royal circle by the 
arts of an intriguer. She was a chUd of the family 
to whom the House of Hanover was immeasurably 
indebted for their support of the Whig cause. Ro- 
bert Walpole’s granddaugliter could not be treated 
with indignity. Had George the Third put an 
affront on her, not a few of the proudest and most 
pow’erful chiefs of the ari.stocracy would have re- 
sented it as an insult offered to them.selves. The King 
never for a moment proposed to deal contemptuously 
•with her claim to be acknowledged as his sister-in- 
la'vv. But at first he could not see how he could 
give legal validity to a marriage that was absolutely 
devoid of legal evidence. 

After much deliberation, the difficulties of the 
case were disposed of in an ingenious manner. The 
Lord Chancellor, the Archbishop of Canterbuiy, and 
the Bishop of London were taken into the Sovereign’s 
confidence ; and they consented to act as commis- 
sioners for inquiring into the evidence of the two 
irregular marriages, and reporting whether they ought 
to be regarded as legal unions. Should their report 
a£Brm the sufficiency of the marriages, a record of 
the weddings could be entered in the books of the 
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Privy Council, and be used as a conclusive answer 
to any political busy-bodies who at any future time 
should question the legitimacy of the Duchess of 
Gloucester’s children. It would be well that the 
two cases of irregular matrimony — the provable 
case and the one of which there was no legal testi- 
mony — should be thus linked together to form the 
subject of a single investigation. The legal evidence 
of the one would give a legal colouring to the moral 
evidence of the other. 

The Commissioners did their delicate work most 
satisfactorily. They called at Gloucester House, and 
received Prince William Henry’s solemn declaration* 
that he was wedded to his lady at the time and 
place and under the circumstances already mentioned. 
They took the evidence of Lieutenant-Colonel Rains- 
ford, who testified that the Duke, believing himself 
to be on his death-bed, had, at Leghorn, confessed to 
the deponent that he was Lady Waldegrave’s hus- 
band. They also recorded the Bishop of Exeter’s 
evidence that the Coimtess had confessed to bim 
(March 1, 1772) that she was married to the Duke 
of Gloucester in 1 7G6. Having thus gathered all 
the testimony of the elder Duke’s marriage, the 
Commissioners proceeded to the case of his younger 

* ‘ I, William Henrj-, Duke of Gloucester, do declare most 
solemnly, that I was maixicd to Maria, Countess-Dowager of WaJ- 
degrave, on the sixth of September, one thousand seven hundred 
and sixty-six, between the hours of seven and nine in the evening, 
at her house in Pall Mall, by Rolwrt Morton (since deceased), one 
of her domestic chaplains, according to the form of the Church of 
England, and that no other person was present. — William Henry.’ — 
Vide * Proofs of the Marriages of their Royal Highnesses the Dukes 
of Gloucester and Cumberland.’ 
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brother, of whidi there was no lack of testimony. 
The Duke of Cumberland’s declaration* was sup- 
ported by the depositions of the Reverend William 
Stevens, who had solemnized the wedding, and of 
Miss Luttrell, who had witnessed it. Tliere was 
also the memorandum drawn immediately after the 
ceremony by the officiating clergyman. Putting the 
two sets of depositions together, the Commissioners 
had no hesitation in declaritig their opinion that 
both dukes were married in accordance with their 
allegations. The Commissioners’ Report, together 
with the evidence, wjis transcribed into the archives 
of the Privy Council. Tlie mariiages of the two 
dukes were also entered in the same collection of 
momentous records ; and henceforth there was legal 
testimony — or, rather let us say, adequate testimony 
for legal pmposes — that Prince William Henry and 
his Duchess had been married on September G, 1766. 
The Commissioners accomplished their task expe- 
ditiously, but none too soon for the peace of mind of 
the Duchess of Gloucester, whose daughter, Sophia 
Matilda — the eldest of the three children whom she 
gave to her royal husband — was born May 29, 1773, 
just eight days after the Duke made his formal 

* ^ I, Henry Frederick, Duke of Cumberland, do solemnly 
declare tliat I was mairied to the Honourable Anne Horton, 
widow, on the second day of October, one thousand seven hundred 
and seventy-one, in the afternoon, between the hours of six and 
eight, at tlie house in Hertford Street, by William Stevens, Clerk, 
Fellow of St. John's College, in Cambridge, according to the ritea 
and ceremonies of the CImrch of England, in the presence -of the 
Honourable Miss Elizabeth Luttrell ; no other person l)eing pre- 
sent.' — Vide ‘ Proofs of the Marriages of their Hoyal Highnesses the 
Dukes of Gloucester and •Cumberland.* 
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declaration of his marriage. The number of George 
the Third’s progeny rendered it very improbable that 
this little princess would inherit the Crown ; but it 
was possible that, child though she was of a Fleet 
marriage, she might live to wield the British sceptre, 
her father being next in succession to the throne 
after the reigning sovereign’s children. 

The doubts respecting the validity of the Duke 
of Gloucester’s wedding, and the conflicting stories 
about its celebration, were the staple of dinner-table 
talk throughout the country for many days before 
and after the Commissioners, smoothing over a very 
ugly transaction, recommended that the union should 
be recorded in the Privy Council books as an actual 
and satisfactorily established marriage. 

It was a time of sharp excitements for Horace 
Walpole, whose vanity was inexpressibly gratified 
by the prospect of seeing his niece figui'e at court as 
Her Eoyal Highness, and whose sensitiveness for the 
honour of the Walpoles was acutely wounded by the 
general opinion that, at best, her marriage was little 
better than no marriage, since there was no witness 
or evidence that it had taken place. Instead of 
receiving congratulations on his favourite niece’s 
‘elevation,’ the man of letters and fashion encoun- 
tered at every turn ladies who offered to condole 
with him on her ‘ very painful position.’ They hoped 
things would, in the end, turn out less afffictingly 
than they seemed likely to do. Of course they 
should always regard their dear Maria as a Royal 
Duchess, and never suffer an evil thing to be said of 
her ; but still, in the eye of the law, of course there 
was no marriage if there was no proof of its solem- 
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nization. They quite understood that princes of the 
blood might make Fleet marriages, or even marry by 
mere declaration. But, unfortunately for dear Maria, 
there was no proof that the Duke of Gloucester had 
made any kind of marriage in 1766 ; and as to decla- 
rations, why, he had never declared himself a husband 
before his Olness at Leghorn. 

In his fury Horace Walpole wrote a letter to Sir 
Horace Mann, in which, after announcing the birth 
of ‘ a princess,’ he derided the malignity of ‘ the 
goodnatured part of the Duches.s’s sex,’ and com- 
forted liimself by reflecting that ‘ Envy was no law- 
yer,’ and that ‘ the noise of those who repine at the 
Duchess’s exaltation’ revealed their conviction that 
her marriage was indissoluble. But, for once. Envy 
was a good lawyer. Tlie old common law, as Horace 
Walpole observed, did not require witnesses for the 
performance of matrimony ; but, as Envy remarked 
with equal correctness, the law required witnesses or 
evidence of some kind from those who would prove 
that a particular marriage had taken place at a 
particular time.* 

^Arlington Street^ May 29, 1773. 

* ‘ The Duchess of Gloucester was delivered of a IViiicess this 
evening ; so even their holidays are taken from the Stuarts. The 
marriages of the tw’o royal dukes, at the request of His Highness of 
Gloucester, have been authenticated this week. The King sent the 
Archbishop, the Chancellor, and the Bishop of London, this day 
se’nnight, to examine the proofs {!), and reix)rt them with their 
own opinions. They declared themselves fully satisfied with the 
validity of both marriages, made their report in full council before 
the King last Wednesday, and the depositions were entered in the 
Council-Books. 

‘ You will be surprised, after this account, that the good- 
natured part of the Duchess's sex has opened its triple mouths to 
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The poor Countess-Duchess derived less gratifica- 
tion than her uncle from her royal alliance. She was 
called Duchess and Royal Highness ; her children 
were princely ; she lived to see her son a royal duke ; 
but she endured the extreme mortification of know- 
ing that her marriage had brought discredit on the 
august family to which she had been raised, and had 
even lesseaed the respect for the family fi:om which 
she had spnmg. Her husband felt acutely the 
stigma placed upon his alliance by the Royal Mar- 

question the legality of the Duke of Gloucester’s marriage, because 
there were no witnesses. The law of England requires none. 
The declaratioi. of the parties is sufficient.’ (No doubt ! But the 
question was, whether the declaration had ever been made 1 — Ed.) 
‘ The Duke (on ais death-bed, as he believed at Florence), declared 
it to Colonels lUinsford and Heywood, who have taken their oaths 
of it, and the Dtchess had owned it to the Bishop of Exeter, which 
he has attested in like manner; but Envy is no lawyer. The 
Duke was advistd to be married again with the King’s consent, 
but he had too uuch sense to take such silly counsel, though the 
King would ha\e allowed it. The Duke, however, submitted to 
the King’s pleaiure, if it should be thought necessary, though 
fully satisfied hiiiself with the validity. The King sent him word 
by the Archbishop, that, as His Royal Highness was satisfied, and 
as His Majesty iiad heard no objection to the validity, he did not 
think any further steps necessary. In fact, the noise of those who 
repine at the Dichess’s exaltation is a proof that they are convinced 
that her marriage is indissoluble.’ 

Horace Waljole had better have held his tongue. He was only 
calling attentioi to the fact that the nuptial ceremony, said to have 
taken place in 1766, could not be legally proved to have taken 
place. The Dike’s statement in 1771, and the Duchess’s statement 
in 1772, are m legal evidence of the fact, but only testimony that 
the two prinorpals of the alleged wedding wished it to l>e believed 
that they we:‘e then married. Of their marriage by a clergyman 
of the Churci of England there was no better evidence than their- 
bare declarsftion. The proof of their marriage by declaration 
dates from the time when they can be proved to have declared 
themselves husband and wife. 
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riage Act, which was passed to prevent descmdants 
of George the Second from following his indecorous 
example. He was also cut to the quick by his eldest 
brother’s enduring displeasure, and by the slights 
offered him by several of the chief personages of 
English society, who resented his marriage as an 
affair that had, at least in their estimation, lowered 
royalty in the eyes of the nation. To escape from 
insults to which he could not reply, and other con- 
sequences of the Sovereign’s anger, the Duke went 
abroad ; and the Duchess accompanied him, to wit- 
ness his sufferings, to which the civilities of foreign 
courts could not put an end. One of the saddest 
letters to be found in all the Walpole Correspond- 
ence, is an epistle in wliich the Duchess— who loved 
her husband thoroughly — expressed her concern for 
the Prince’s failing health and the annoyances that 
his union vith her had brought upon hin. 

It is strange that Horace Walpole derived sa- 
tisfaction from what he persisted in calling his 
niece’s ‘ exaltation.’ His letters o^rflow with 
evidence of the snobbish delight tl.at his do- 
mestic connexion with royalty atfordec him. He 
never put pen to paper without seizing every 
occasion to refer to ‘ the duchess ’ ‘ her highness,’ 
‘her royal highness,’ ‘their royal highnesses,’ ‘their 
RII.HH.’ Sometimes, with a feiwour that must 
have reminded his correspondent of a familiar 
French maxim, he affected to disclaim kis ‘paltry 
coimexion with royalty,'* and begged that he 

* Writing to the Reverend William Mason, Januai^ 14, 1774, 
Horace Walpole said, ‘ Do not imagine my paltry connexion with 
Toyal^ has changed me. I despise it, lament it, — did ^y utmost 

\ , 
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might not be thought capable of exulting over a 
matter which he ‘ despised ’ and ‘ lamented/ and had 
‘done his utmost to prevent/ But the whimsical 
letter-writer’s delight in his roundabout royalty con- 
tained an alloy of shame for the circumstances of the 
event on which he prided himself inordinately. 
Every year, added to the eighteen which had elapsed 
since the parliamentary prohibition _ of irregular 
marriages before the public declaration of the Duke 
of Gloucester’s wedding, increased the general con- 
tempt for Fleet marriages. Every fresh year, there- 
fore, strengthened the public disposition to think 
Lady Waldegrave’s second marriage a disreputable 
affair, and aggravated the uncle’s dislike of the Chan- 
cellor whose measure had abolished lawless matri- 
mony. The virulence and astounding inaccuracy 
with which he wrote about Lord Hardwicke and his 
Marriage Bill, exhibit the nature of the writer’s dis- 
approval of the enactment which made his royal 
alliance contemptible. 

to prevent it, — and am hated by those who are angry at it, and by 
him whom I would not humour in it. I have braved the King’s 
resentment, and am ill-used by the Duke, whom I would not 
encourage. It is not for him I fear, but my poor niece.* Prince 
Horace’s fervid assurance that Aw exaltation had not changed him 
is deliciously comic. 
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THE ROYAL MARRIAGE ACT . 

But though he exerted himself to give legal 
validity to the Duke of Gloucester’s marriage, 
George the Third determined that he should never 
again be called upon to do the same seiYice for a 
prince of the royal blood. 

The Sovereign’s conduct with respect to the 
Royal Marriage Act has been greatly mi8rej)re8ented, 
as though his displeasure at his brothel’s’ irregular 
marriages was altogether due to his royal insolence, 
and disdain for mere nobility. No doubt he would 
not, under any circumstances, have received with 
alacrity Lady Waldegrave and Mrs. Horton into the 
family of which he was the chief. But his anger was 
at the circumstances of the weddings, rather than at 
the social quality of the brides. He was reasonably 
indignant that his own brothers should have solem- 
nized their marriages in a way which the legislature 
had forbidden to the generality of his subjects, and 
which the Church had for centuries denounced as 
impious, and had prohibited to her members of every 
degree. He was thankful that the case was not 
worse ; that the princes had married gentlewomen, 
instead of any of the opera-dancers or demireps whom 
they might have made their lawful wives by hole- 
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in-the-comer matrimony. It was not to be endured 
that a prince, or, for the matter of that, a princess, 
might, without the permission or knowledge of the 
royal family, achieve worldly shipwreck by a kind of 
Tnfl.r rifl.gft from which the childi*en of simple gentle- 
folk, or humble artizans, were considerately debarred. 
Since members of the royal family had been ex- 
empted from the operation of Lord- Hardwicke’s 
Marriage Act, the King was bent on procming an 
amendment of the law which should preserve 
princes and princesses from the evils of clandestine 
wedlock, even as spouses of all the inferior social 
grades were protected from them. The Sovereign’s 
demand for this change, and the urgent need which 
justified the demand, were the answer to Lord Hard- 
wicke’s maligners, and the vindication of his great 
social reform. 

Once before, in the annals of our Hanoverian 
sovereigns, the question of the King’s right to con- 
trol the marriages of members of the royal family 
had come under public consideration. In the heat 
of contention with the Prince of Wales, George the 
First had asserted his prerogative to regulate the 
education of the Prince’s children, and to determine 
questions concerning their matrimonial settlement. 
He required his judges to decide whether the law 
concurred with his assertion. Nine of the judges 
answered in his favour, in opposition to two members 
of the judicial bench, who, whilst admitting that the 
approbation of royal marriages pertained to the 
Crown, maintained that the Prince should have the 
custody and control of his offspring. The opinion of 
the nine judges, it must be admitted, was not ade- 
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quately sustained by cases to tbe point. But George 
the First’s claim was harmonious "with the usageis of 
domestic life in feudal England, and with the autho- 
rity accorded by custom to our sovereigns in old 
times with respect to marriages of persons in the line 
of succession to the crowm. In James the First’s 
reign, Lord Chancellor Ellesmere decreed that the 
Countess of Shrewsbury’s part in the marriage of the 
King’s cousin. Lady Ambella Stuart, was a great 
misdemeanour, and that for declining to answer ques- 
tions about it she should be fined 20,000Z. The 
abolition of the Star Chamljer deprived the sovereign 
of the power to punish with fine and imprisonment 
persons guilty of com{)assing royal marriages, which, 
though valid notwithstanding the absence of the King’s 
consent, were grave offences against the dignity and 
functions of the throne. In losing the means for en- 
forcing and protecting his prerogative, with respect to 
the matrimonial {dliances of his family, the Sovereign 
had not, in the opinion of the nine judges, lost the 
right. Much, of course, could Vje urged against this 
view. But the deliberate verdict of the nine judges, 
recorded in the books of the Privy Council, afforded 
George the Third good constitutional ground for 
demanding the legislature’s recognition of his right 
to a voice in the matrimonial doings of his grand- 
feither’s descendants. 

Nor can it be said that the Royal Marriage Act 
asserted that right too boldly, or invested the Crown 
with excessive powers. It is generally imagined 
that the measure was framed to gratify the King’s 
despotic temper, and to prevent members of the 
royal family firom making suitable and orderly 
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matches with members of the English nobility. 
There is nothing in the enactment to account for 
this misconception. The purpose of the Bill was to 
enable the Sovereign to restrain our princes and 
princesses from injuring themselves and discrediting 
their family by disgraceful or obviously unbecoming 
wedlock. Its language gives the Crown no exorbitant 
power. It is a mistake to suppose that the statute 
baa made it impossible for a prince or princess of the 
royal blood to contract valid marriage without the 
consent of the Sovereign. 

The first section of the Act, no doubt, declares 
that no descendant of George the Second (other than 
the issue of Princesses who have married or may 
hereafter marry into foreign families) can contract 
valid matrimony without the permission of the 
Crown. But this restriction on the matrimonial 
liberty of our princes and princesses is qualified by 
the second section of the statute, w'hich provides 
that any prince or princess, being twenty -five years 
of age, and bent on contracting a marriage disap- 
proved of by the Sovereign, may, in spite of such 
disapproval, solemnize the marriage on the ex- 
piration of twelve months from the day on which he 
or she shall have given notice of his or her purpose 
so to marry, provided that in the meantime both 
Houses of Parliament shall not have expressly for- 
bidden the proposed union. 

The last of our royal marriages has strength- 
ened the general opinion that our universally beloved 
Queen is not likely to abuse the power accorded 
to her by the Royal Marriage Act, to the needless 
annoyance of her children, or to the dissatisfaction 
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of her subjects. To suggest, even for a moment, and 
for the sake of an illustration, that our present 
Sovereign, -whose goodness in private life accords 
■with the excellence of her public career, may at some 
future time be deficient in considerateness for the 
happiness of any member of her family, would be to 
stir the indignation of every reader of this page. 
But let us imagine that Prince Alfred were to desire 
for himself a marriage which, though not incon- 
sistent -with the dignity of the Crown and the 
interests of the nation, should be one so likely to 
occasion him unhappiness that the Queen should 
feel herself bound by maternal duty to do her utmost 
to prevent it ; in this case, on receiving the re- 
quisite notice of her son’s wishes, she would decline 
to sanction the proposal, and at least for one year 
her refusal of consent would render the marriage 
impossible. But if the Prince should resolve to 
persist in his purpose, notwithstanding his mother’s 
opposition, it would still be possible for him to please 
himself in the matter. He would, immediately on 
the Queen’s refusal of consent, at once give notice to 
the Priv'y Council of his desire to conti-act the mar- 
riage disapproved of by the Crown. The afiair 
would then become a matter of notoriety and general 
discussion. Having more regard for the interests of the 
nation than the merely private feelings of the Queen, 
society, whilst lamenting the dissension in the royal 
circle, would probably refrain from opposing the 
Prince’s wishes. It might question his judgment 
and censure his want of filial dutifulness; but it 
would be very reluctant to forbid an alliance not 
likely to occasion public harm or inconvenience. 
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The aflfeir would of course be debated in the . great 
council of the realm. But it is not at all probable 
that, in the present century, both Houses of Parlia- 
ment would render it impossible for the Prince to 
solemnize a marriage against which nothing of im- 
portance could be alleged but that it lacked the 
approval of the Crown. On the expiration of a 
year from the date of his notification to the Privy 
Council the Prince would, in the absence of Parlia- 
mentary prohibition, be as free as any commoner to 
marry according to his pleasure. * 

* There are current so many erroneous notions respecting the 
Royal Marriage Act, that my readers will like to peruse the 
imisdvia verba of the statute, 12 Geo. III. c. 11, ‘An Act for the 
better regulating the future Marriages of the Royal Family. Most 
gracious Sovereign, whereas your Majesty, from your paternal 
affection to your own family, and from your royal concern for the 
future welftire of your people, and the honour and dignity of your 
crown, was graciously pleased to recommend to your Parliament 
to take into their serious consideration whether it might not be 
wise and expedient to supply the defect of the laws now in being, 
and, by some new provision, more effectually to guard the de- 
scendants of his late Majesty King George the Second (other than 
the issue of Princesses who have married, or may hereafter many, 
into foreign families) from marrying without the approbation of 
your Majesty, your heirs or successors, first had and obtained : we 
have taken this weighty matter into our serious consideration, and 
being sensible that marriages in the Royal Family are of the 
highest importance to the State, and that therefore the kings of 
this realm have ever been entrusted with the care and approba- 
tion thereof ; and being thoroughly convinced of the wisdom and 
expediency of what your Majesty has thought fit to recommend 
upon this occasion, we, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal 
subjects, the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in the 
present Parliament assembled, do humbly beseech your Majesty 
that it may be enacted, and be it enacted by the King’s most 
excellent Majesty, by and with the advice of the Lords Spiritual 
and Temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament as- 
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Hence it appears, that whilst it preserves the 
youthful members of the Royal Family from the 
miseries of hasty and flagrantly imprudent matri- 

sembled, and by the authority of the same, that no descendant of 
the body of his late Majesty King (leorge the Second, male or 
female (other than the issue of Princesses who have married, or 
may hereafter marry, into foreign families), shall be capable of 
contracting matrimony without the ])revious consent of his Ma- 
jesty, his heirs or successoi-s, signifieti under the Great Seal, and 
declared in Council (which consent, to preserve the memoiy 
thereof, is hereby directed to be set t)ut in the license and register 
of marriage, and to be entered in the books of the Privy Council) ; 
and that every marriage or matrimonial ccmtract of any such 
descendant, without such consent first hail and obtained, shall be 
null and void to all intents and pur[H)8es whatsoever. II. Pro- 
vided always, and be it enacteil by the authority aforesaid, 
that in case any such descendant of his late Majesty King 
George tlie Second, l)eing above tlie age of twenty-five years, 
shall j)ersist in his or her resoluti<»n to contract a marriage dis- 
approved of, or dissented from, by the King, liis heirs or suc- 
cessors ; that then such descendant, ujH.)n giving notice to tl»e 
King’s Privy Council, which notice is hereby directed to be 
entered in the lKx>ks thereof, may, at any time from the expinition 
of twelve calendar mouths after such notice given to the Privy 
Council as afore.said, contract such marriage ; and his or her mar 
riage with the person before projxjsed aiul rejected may be duly 
solemnized without the previous consent of his Majesty, his heirs, 
or successors ; and such marriage shall be good as if this Act had 
never been made, unless both Houses of Parliament sliall, before 
the expiration of the said twelve months, exjiressly declare their 
disapprobation of such intended marriage. 111. And l>o it further 
enacted V)y the authority aforesaid, that every }>erson w’ho shall 
knowingly and wilfully presume to solemnize, or to assist or to be 
present at the celeVjration of any mamage with any such descend- 
ant, at his or her making any matrimonial contract, without such 
consent as aforesaid first had and obtjuiied, except in the cases 
above mentioned, shall, being duly convicted thereof, incur and 
suffer the pains and penalties ordained and provided by the Statute 
of Provisions and Prasmunire, made in the sixteenth year of the 
reign of Richard the Second .’ — Vide * Statutes of the Realm.* 
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mony, and gives them safeguards against designing 
adventurers, similar to the protection afforded by 
other legislative orders to the young people of less 
exalted families, the Royal Marriage Act neither 
places any barbarous restrictions on the matrimonial 
liberty of our princes and princesses, nor puts any 
improper obstacles in the way of their matrimonial 
settlement in the families of Her Majesty’s subjects. 
There are no facts to justify the outcry which is 
from time to time raised against the statute, as 
though it were an unnatural contrivance for exclud- 
ing a few exalted persons from domestic happiness, 
and sacrificing their innocent affections to humour 
the caprices of legal insolence. Its repeal, unaccom- 
panied with fresh legislation for the protection of 
those whom it is supposed to afflict, would be 
perilous to the influence of the highest family of 
our aristocracy, and very hurtful to its younger 
members. The privilege of making valid Fleet mar- 
riages with women whom they would blush to marry 
openly is not a license that any friend of the English 
throne would like our princes to possess. 
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CHAPTER XVIIL 

MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFe’s SISTER. 

I SHOULD quit the province of the social annalist, 
and enter the field of political controversy, were I to 
ofier any opinion respecting the general arguments of 
those social reformers who in these later years have • 
repeatedly urged the legislature to legalize marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister. It behoves me, there- 
fore, in this work of social illustration, to refrain from 
passing judgment on the considerations that favour 
or discountenance the wishes of those many jjersons, 
who would bring about an alteration of marriage law 
that would enable the widower to contiTiet valid 
matrimony with the sister of his dead wife. On the 
other hand, I should be guilty of a reprehensible 
omission, were I to make no reference to a practice 
by which several of my fellow-countrymen have 
vainly endeavoured to avoid the canonical and parlia- 
mentary rule which places his deceased wife’s sister 
in the list of the persons whom a widower cannot 
wed lawfully. 

Seeing that, though irregular marriages were vpso 
facto null and void in the case of English spouses 
performing them on English soil, the same kind of 
matrimony was valid to English persons who thereby 
assumed the conjugal relation in Scotland, where thq 
ancient law of civil marriage still prevailed, certain 
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persons, bent on violating the law against marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister, inferred that the 
particular wedlock on which they had set their 
hearts would be valid and lawftil to them, if it were 
solemnized in a country to whose citizens it was 
permitted. 

Though it appeared reasonable to people having 
no tincture of legal knowledge, this inference was 
altogether illogical. Whilst suppressing irregular 
marriage in England and Wales, the imperial legisla- 
ture had left the old law of civil marriage unaltered 
in all other parts of the empire. By the very terms, 
which it employed to limit the suppression to one 
region of the united kingdom, the law declared the 
validity of iiregular marriages in Scotland and in 
British territories beyond the seas. Yet more, whilst 
depriving English subjects ordinarily resident in 
England of their ancient right to marry in England, 
without the intervention of the priest and in profane 
places, the legislature had never taken from them 
their ancient right to mairy irregularly in Scotland. 
The English spouses, therefore, who joined hands at 
Gretna Green, were married by a kind of wedlock 
allowed to them by the ancient common and recent 
statute law. The case was very different wdth the 
English spouses who sought in Altona the same 
validity for wedlock within the prohibited degrees 
that Gretna afforded to the irregular weddings which 
the law had never forbidden, except in England and 
Wales. In their lawless proceeding the Gretna 
Green lovers actually complied with the requirements 
of the law. The Altona spouses, on the contrary, by 
marrying at that place, within a degree of a£^ty 
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prohibited by our legislature, disobeyed the law. 
They contracted a union which English law declared 
to be something other than holy wedlock. Our law, 
rightly or wrongly, thus stigmatized this kind of 
contract without any exceptions of persons or 
localities That being the case, the law would 
have stultified itself by seeing legality in a contract 
which, in the case of British subjects, it had declared 
to be no marriage, merely because the contract had 
been entered upon in a coxintry which regarded it as 
marriage. The invalidity of a marriage solemnized 
in a foreign land by an English subject with his 
deceased uufe’s sister, was declared in the final judg- 
ment of Brook r. Brook. But tliat famous decision 
has not put a stop to the Altona marriages. Every 
year adds to the number of English couples who, 
without bringing upon themselves social obloquy or 
losing in any great degree the sympathetic con- 
sideration of their neighbours, contract marriages 
which our law has not hitherto recognized. 

Year after year, as the invalidity of marriage 
with a deceased wife’s si.ster is brought under the 
consideration of parliament by reformers who desire 
that matrimony to be rendered lawful, directors of 
public opinion assert by speech or writing that the 
widower’s disability to marry his deceased wife’s 
sister is consequent on the statute 5 and 6 Wm. IV. 
c. 54, commonly called Lord Lyndhurst’s Act. And 
whilst making this statement, which has a faint 
colour of truth, they use language which occasions 
inferences that are altogether erroneous. It is a fact 
that, in time prior to Lord Lyndhurst’s enactment, a 
widower might make this prohibited marriage, and 
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tbat the secular law regarded it as valid matrimony, 
imtil it had been annulled, i.e. declared no marriage, 
by an ecclesiastical court. But it is an error to 
suppose that in this respect marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister differed from other spurious weddings, 
within the prohibited degrees accepted by the secular 
law in Henry the Eighth’s time (32 Henry VIII. 
c. 38), as degrees of blood and affinity within which 
matrimony was forbidden by the Divine law. 

In ancient time when the Church had, with the 
laity’s consent, undertaken the control of matrimonial 
afiairs, the secular authorities left it to her to dis- 
tinguish between righteous wedlock and spurious 
marriage, and assumed the legality of every matri- 
monial contract which she had not by a judgment on 
the particular case declared to be no marriage. If 
two persons in Catholic England contracted a 
marriage forbidden by the spirituality, it devolved 
on the Church, and the Church alone, to inquire into 
the matter ; and until an ecclesiastical court had 
annulled it, the temporal powers were compelled to 
assume its lawfulness. The union might be no mere 
infiingement of an artificial restriction on matrimony, 
but an execrable offence. Even in such an extreme 
case no secular judge could stir in the matter with- 
out bringing upon himself the anathema of the Holy 
Church, into whose province he intruded. The 
people were all the more content that this should be > 
so, because the clergy were not disposed to connive 
at any unauthorized violations of their laws in 
restraint of marriage. Even in the days of ecclesi- 
astical corruption, when the rich libertine might buy 
a dispensation from almost any of the Church’s non- 
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scriptural prohibitions of marriage, no man, however 
powerful, was allowed to many • and live at peace 
with a near cousin, until he had bought the ecclesi- 
astical permission to do so. The more corrupt the 
Church became, the more vigilant she grew against 
perpetrators of spurious wedlock. She insisted that 
men of all degrees should observe her niles about 
marriage, — either by wedding in compliance with 
them, or by paying handsomely for special relaxa- 
tions of them. Whilst the clergy, instigated by 
self-interest as well as sincere concern for social 
moKility, kept a sharp look-out for offenders against 
the matrimonial canons, and were in this matter 
effectively supported by pious laymen and malicious 
gossip-mongers, society had no reason to complain of 
the popular propensity to filse marriage, or of clerical 
inattention to its pei’petrators. The faults of the 
Church, in this department of her duties, were not 
those of remissness and apathy. She was, as we 
shall see in the final chapter of this work, much 
more ready to discover evil whei’e it did not exist, 
than to overlook the evidence of it. 

The refonnation of the Church having been 
effected without the abolition of the spiritual tri- 
bunals, her law courts rebiined their old jurisdiction 
in affairs pertaining to marriage ; and the secular 
authorities persisted in their old practice of assum- 
ing the validity of every wedding that had not been 
declared a nullity by an ecclesiastical judge. In the 
phraseology of lawyers, unscriptural marriages were 
not void ah initio, but voidable by decree of a spiritual 
court. The verbal inconsistency of legal dogmatists 
on this point is amusing. Though unscriptxiral max- 
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riages were not void ab initio, but only voidable 
by a judicial sentence, the decree of nullification, by 
which the ecclesiastical judge extinguished an un- 
scriptural marriage, was in effect a declaration of its 
nullity and absolute voidness from the beginning. 
In this respect the ecclesiastical nullification of a 
marriage differs from the modern divorce from the 
bond of matrimony, with which it is usually con- 
foimded. The modem divorce a vinculo matrimonii 
puts an end to a marriage that was in the first 
instance good. The old ecclesiastical decree of 
nullification merely put an end to the appearance 
of a marriage that had never been anything more 
than an appearance. In justice to the secular 
lawyers, however, it must be admitted that they 
were not without an excuse for their inaccurate 
description of spurious marriages. Since it was 
incumbent on them to deal with the mere appear- 
ance of a marriage as though it were a real marriage, 
until an ecclesiastical court had declared it a nxiUity, 
they were practically justified in saying that to 
them, at least, the spurious wedlock was not void 
ab initio, although the ecclesiastical law might even- 
tually declare it to have been so. 

Another noteworthy fact about these appear- 
ances of marriage was, that the proceedings for the 
nullification of a spurious wedding in the spiritual 
court were deemed to be for the health of its per- 
petrators’ souls, and could neither be instituted nor 
continued after the death of either of the offenders. 
No inquiry could be made by a spiritual judge into 
a spurious marriage, with a view to its nullification, 
if the soul of either bride or groom had passed to 
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another world. For all civil pxirposes the death of 
either offender changed the false marriage to a true 
one. It could not be declared void ; nor could its 
progeny be proclaimed illegitimate. But in case one 
of the delinquents survived, our forefathers, with 
exquisite inconsistency, were of opinion that the 
survivor might (for his or her soul’s good) be pro- 
ceeded against and punished in a spiritual court, for 
having committed sin in respect of the marriage 
which might not be adjudged a sinful nullity.* 
What Lord Lyndhui-st’s Actt did in respect to 

♦ ‘ And these canonical disabilities are either grounded upon 
the express words of Divine law, or are consetiuences plainly de- 
ducible from tlience : it therefore Inung sinful in the persons who 
labour under them to attempt to contract matrimony together, 
they are pro[)erly the object of the ecclesiastical magistrate's 
coercion, in order to sepanite the offenders, and inflict penance for 
the offence, pro salute anirmrurtu But such marriages before the 
recent statute, not being void ah initio, but voidable only by 
sentence of separation, they were esteemed valid to all civil pur- 
poses, unless such separation were actually made during the life of 
the parties ; for after the death of either of them the courts of 
law would not suffer the spiritual court to declare such marriages 
to have been void, because such declaration could not then tend to 
the reformation of the parties; and, therefore, when a man had 
married his first w ife’s sister, and after her death the bishop's 
court was proceeding to annul the marriage and bastardize the 
issue, the Court of King’s Bench granted a prohibition quoad JyoCj 
but permitted them to proceed to punish the husband for incest.' 
— Vide Blackstone’s ‘Commentaries,* 23rd edition, 1854. 

f The purport and aim of this modem statute are so little 
known to those of the general public who concern themselves in 
the agitation for the legalization of marriage with the deceased 
wife's sister, that some of my readers will like to see in a note the 
words of the enactment, which runs thus: ‘An Act to render 
certain Marriages valid, and to alter the law with respect to 
certain voidable marriages [31st August, 1835].' ‘ Whereas mfir- 
ridges between persons within the prohibited degrees are voidable 



iiARBIAGB WITH DECEASED WIFE’s SISTEB. 265 


marriage with the deceased wife’s sister, it effected 
also with regard to every other species of prohibited 
marriage. It put an end to suits in the ecclesiastical 
courts for the nullification of false wedlock ; and 
provided that henceforth ‘all marriages celebrated 
between persons within the prohibited degrees of con- 
sanguinity or affinity, should be absolutely null and 

only by sentence of the Ecclesiastical Court, pronounced during 
the lifetime of both the parties thereto ; and it is unreasonable 
that the state and condition of the children of marriages between 
persons within the prohibited degrees of consanguinity or affinity 
should remain unsettled during so long a period, and rt is fitting 
that all the marrijiges which nuiy hereafter be celebrated between 
persons within the prohibited degrees of consanguinity or affinity 
should be ip^ facto void, and not merely voidable : Be it there- 
fore enacted by the King's Most Excellent Majesty, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and 
Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and by the 
authority of the same, that all marriages which shall have been 
celebrated before the passing of this Act between persons being of the 
prohibited degrees of affinity^ shall not hereafter be annulled for that 
cause by any sentence of the Ecclesiastical Courty unless pronounced 
in a suit which shall be depending at the time of the passing of this Act: 
Provided that nothing hereinbefore enacted shall affect marriages 
between persons being with in the prohibited degrees of consanguinity. 

IL ‘ And be it further enacted, that all marriages which shMl 
hereafter be celebrated between persons within the prohibited 
degrees of consanguinity or affinity, shall be absolutely null and 
void to all intents and purposes. 

III. ‘ Provided always, and be it further enacted, that nothing 
in this Act shall be construed to extend to that part of the United 
Kingdom called Scotland. 

IV. ‘And be it enacted, that this Act may be altered or 
repealed by any Act or Acts to be passed in the present session of 
Parliament.’ 

The words of the Statute here printed in italics deserve special 
attention, as they point to the hidden purpose of the Act, which was 
not drawn for the benefit of the public, but for the relief and seen* 
rity of a highly powerful and aristocratic personage, w ho, having 



266 


BRIDES AND BRTOALS. 


t 


void to all intents and purposes/ Being thus de- 
prived of the legal appearance of matrimony, and 
rendered ah initio futile performances, marriages 
done by persons within the prohibited degrees ceased 
to be arrangements which had the consequences of 
lawful wedlock, if the ecclesiastical courts omitted 
to declare them nullities. To use the convenient 
but not quite felicitous words of the lawyers, they 
became void instead of voidable. Tliere was no 
longer any need to declare them void. Before the 
enactment w'hich made this alteration, marriage with 
the deceavsed wdfe’s sister was in truth neither less 
nor more illegal than at })resent, and it had pre- 
cisely the same legal footing as every other kind of 
wedlock within the prohibited degrees. 

recently married his docejised wife's sister, iii<lueed Lord Lyndhurst 
to manipulate and doctor the law of the land with a subtle enact- 
ment, so that, whilst no larjrer freedom of inarriaj^e should be 
accorded to society, a piirticular voidable marriage should he ren- 
dered a wedding neither voidable nor ipso facto void. By putting 
an end to suits in the Eecdesiastical (/<»urts for the nullification of 
marriages within the prohibited degrees. Lord I.yndhurst destroyed 
the only machinery by which his friend’s voidable marriage could 
be declared void. At the same time, whilst providing that all 
marriages henceforth celebrated within the prohibited degrees of 
consanguinity or ajinity shfiuld be ijvto facto void, the lawyer 
afforded validity to all marriages within the prohibited degrees of 
affinity, which had l)een 8olcmnize<l in time prior to the new* Act, 
and for the nullification of which no steps had, at the date of the 
statute's enactment, l>een tiiken in the Ecclesiastical Court, By 
this ingenious arrangement — which was a device to defeat rather 
an attempt to improve the law — Lord Lyndhurst gave stability to 
his friend’s previously voidable w'edding. The Act, thus pushed 
through Parliament for the convenience and comfort of a single 
pair of aristocratic 8fK)U8e8, of course afforded validity to the 
hitherto voidable unions of several other couples, for whose do- 
mestic interests the drawer of the Bill had no concern. 
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HONEYMOON TRIPS AND CARDS._ 

Whether their marriages are solemnized privately, 
or celebrated in open church and before many wit- 
nesses, the brides of our novels, written by novelists 
of the last century to illustrate the life and manners 
of George the Second’s England, are represented as 
spending their bridal evenings, and the first days of 
their honeymoon, in the company of friends who were 
present at their nuptials. The fictions of Fielding, 
Smollett, and Richardson afford an abimdance of 
testimony that it Avas not customary for the gentle 
English bride, in the earlier half of the eighteenth 
century, to withdraAV from society immediately after 
the celebration of her wedding, and pass several days 
in seclusion with her husband. 

In ‘ Peregrine Pickle,’ Emilia's match with Pere- 
grine is arranged with noteworthy, though not rm- 
usual, expedition ; and as soon as they have been 
married in the parlour of a London lodging-house, 
they adjourn with the spectators of the bridal cere- 
mony to Marry-bone Gardens, where they pass the 
afternoon and evening hilariously. The heroine of 
Fielding’s best and most famous novel is given to 
Tom Jones in the chapel of Doctors’ Commons, Mr. 
AUworthy, Mr. Western, and Mrs. Miller being the 



268 


BItIDtS AND BBIDALS. 


only witnesses of the wedding ; and though she 
exhibits the shyness and embarrassment appropriate 
to so modest a damsel under the gaze of her curious 
admirers, and even insists that her father and the 
other spectators of her marriage shall keep the inter- 
esting transaction secret till the close of the ensuing 
evening, she appears with her usual equanimity at 
the dinner-party given at Squire Western’s lodgings 
within an hour or two of the ceremony which made 
her a wife. Instead of leaving town at an early 
period of the afternoon with her groom, she sees her 
father drink the greater part of his second after- 
dinner bottle ; and when the boisterous old boor has 
driven her from his presence hy his unseasonable 
declaration of the morning’s incident, she does not 
quit the house, in which Squire Western and the 
elder Nightingale ‘ sit stoutly to it during the whole 
evening.’ 

Harriet Byron’s wedding in ‘ Sir Charles Grandi- 
son,’ is a very stately and iX)mpous affair ; and the 
novelist’s description of it is all the more reliable, as 
a piece of social illustration, because he was always 
at great pains to be minutely accurate in the details 
of his domestic pictmes, and, though he knew little 

* ‘She had that morning given her hand to Jones in the 
chapel at Doctors’ Commons, where Mr. Allworthy, Mr. Western, 
and Mrs. Miller, were the only persons present. Sophia had 
earnestly desired her father that no others of the company who 
were that day to dine with them, should be acquainted with her 
marriage. The same secrecy was enjoined to Mrs. Miller, and 
Jones undertook for Mr. Allworthy. This somewhat reconciled 
the delicacy of Sophia to the public entertainment which, in com- 
pliance with her father’s will, she was obliged to go to, greatly 
against her own inclinations. In confidence of tUs secrecy she 
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or nobbing of modish life from personal experience, 
he is reported to have gathered from trustworthy in- 
formants such particulars, representing the usages of 
fashionable folk, as he employed in his delineations 
of aristocratic circles which he never studied with 
his own eyes. It is strange, but true, that we are 
indebted for our exactest and most vivid pictures 
of high life in George the Second's England to a 
Fleet Street tradesman who had passed his fiftieth 
year before he had a thought above the concerns of 
his printing business, and of whom Lady Mary 
Wortley Montague said truly, ‘the doors of the great 
were never opened to him a statement which, 
spoken in her ladyship’s time, implied much more 
than it does now-a-days. 

Harriet Byron is married to her ‘ best of men’ 
publicly (?. e. in church before a large congregation 
of spectators) on Thursday. At the early dinner 
which follows the nuptial ceremony. Sir Charles 
Grandison complies with the old rule which required 
the bridegroom to wait at table on the guests at his 


went through the day pretty well, till the squire, who was now 
advanced into the second bottle, could contain his joy no longer, 
■ but, filling out a bumper, drank a health to the bride. The health 
was immediately pledged by all present, to the great confusion of 
poor, blushing Sophia, and the great concern of Jones upon her 
account. To say the truth, there was not a person present made 
wiser by this discovery, for Mrs. Miller had whispered it to her 
daughter, her daughter to her husband, her husband to his sister, 
and she to al 1 the rest. Sophia now took the first opportunity of 
withdrawing with the ladies, and the squire sat in to his cups, in 
which he was by de^ecs deserted by all the company, except the 
uncle of young Nightingale, who loved his bottle as well as 
Squire Western himself .’ — Vide Henry Fieldii^’s ‘Tom Jones.’ 
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bridal feast. The dinner is succeeded in the evening 
by a ball, which is opened by the bride and bride- 
groom,* the dancers, who ‘ all disclaimed formal 
supper,’ refreshing themselves during their exertions 
at ‘ a very plentiful sideboard of rich wines, sweet- 
meats, &c.’ At eleven o’clock the bride slips away 
from the dancing-rooms, and receives her bridemaids 
in her chamber, who go to her room one by one, 
instead of in a company, in order that their brief 
absence from the ball-room may not attract attention. 
On the following morning, after she has received the 
ladies staying in Selby House at her toilet-table, she 
appears at the large breakhxst-paityt of ladies and 
gentlemen who danced w'ith her on the previous 
evening. The chief event of the day (Friday) is a 
grand dinner at Selby House. Saturday is spent 
by the bride and her groom in paying ceremonious 
visits to some of her old neighbours. On Sunday 

* * The ball, at the request of the company, was o|X‘ned by the 
bride and bridegrf)om. She was wry uneasy at the general call. 
Sir Charle.s saw she was, and would have tiikcn out Miss Needham^ 
but it was not ixjniiitted. The dear creature, 1 l)elieve, did her 
best at the time; but I have seen her jK^rfonn better, yet she did 
exceedingly well. Ihit such a figure herself, and such a partner ! 
How could she do amis.slf .... Alnait eleven Mrs. Selby, 
unobserved, withdrew with the bride. The bridemaids, one by 
one, to be the less obsened, waited on her to her chamber, 
saluted her, and returned to the company. — VuU ‘Sir Charles 
Grandison,’ I.ietter LIII. Lady G. to Lady L. 

f * We attended the two ladies down. Harriet, as bashful 
people ever do, increased her own difficulties by staying behind 
W'ith her Lucy. We were all seated at the brec^fast-tables, and 
staid at them. Mr. Selby grew impatient, every one having 
declared themselves ready for breakfast. At last down came the 
blushing bride with her Lucy .’ — Vide ‘ Sir Charles Grandison/ 
Letter LIV., Lady G. to Lady L. 
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the bride makes two public appearances,* as a wife, 
in the church where she was married three days 
before, the gentry of the congregation who were 
not amongst the guests at her wedding being allowed 
to approach her and render her their respects in the 
intervals ‘ between the offices.’ The next week is 
spent by the bride and Sir Charles Grandison in a 
series of visits to friends, interviews with callers, 
and festal entertainments. On Tuesday, whilst 
preparations are being made at Selby House for 
‘the tenants’ jubUee,’ they pay a visit to Sir John 
HoUes’s family. On Wednesday the bride is present 

* *\Ve wore early, but the church was crowded. How were 
the charming couple admired on their alighting, and as they 
walked to their pew ! Never did my cousin herself look so lovely. 
How charming looked the bridegroom ! But he forgot not that 
humble deportment, full of reverence for the place and the Divine 
offices, which seemed to make him absent for the time to that 
splendour and beauty which took every eye o^U of our own pew. 
His example was enough to give a proper behaviour, had it been 

needful to every one in it There was a great concourse 

of the gcntcelest ])eoplc there. Every V>ody — men and women — 
looked delighted on the occasion. The humility of the bride was 
tried, by the respects paid her between the offices, by all who had 
ever been in her company. They should have reined in their 
own pride, for it was to that^ as much as respect to her, I 

doubt not, that their notice was owing When Divine 

service w^as over, I w^as afraid our procession, as I may call it, 
would have been interrupted by the compliments of some of the 
gentry of our acquaintance, whose opened pew-doors showed their 
readiness to address them ; but all passed in silent respects from 
gentlemen and ladies. My cousin, when she came home, rejoiced 
that one of her parading times was over. “ But w’hen, my dearest 
love,’* said Sir Charles, “ wull the time be past that all who see 
you will admire you*?’* The church, in the afternoon, was still 
more crovrded than before .* — Vide ‘Sir Charles Grandison** 
Letter LVI. Miss Selby to Lady L. 
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at the tenants’ dinner. On Thursday and Friday the 
bride ‘sees company,’ — ‘a vast number of people, 
some of them persons of fashion, with whom she has 
but a slender acquaintance.’ On Saturday she is 
one of a quiet dinner-party at Shirley Manor. On 
the following Monday and Tue.sday she returns the 
visits of her numerous callers. On Wednesday even- 
ing she dances at Mrs. Shirley’s ball, when ‘ every- 
one is in raptures with the bridegroom on his 
charming beha\'iour to his bride.’ Thursday is ‘ a 
calm, serene day.’ — spent, however, at Shirley Manor 
by Hairiet in the society of some ten or twenty 
acquaintance.s, besides her huslxmd. On Friday Sir 
Charles and Lady Gmndison start for London, 
attended by Aunt and Uncle Selby, Mr. Deane, and 
Lucy Selby. They may not even post along turn- 
pike-roads without companions to watch and criticise 
their demeanour towards each other. After pjissing 
a few days in towrn they go down to Grandison Hall, 
where they arrive on Saturday. On the following 
day the bride appears in state at her husband’s 
parish-church, where the scene of her first exhibition 
of herself at church after her wedding is re-enacted 
with unimporbint variations. ‘ To-morrow,’ she writes 
to Mrs. Shirley immediately on her arrival at Gran- 
dison HaU, ‘ I am to go over all the bridal ostentation 
again at the parish-church.’ On the following day 
she adds, ‘ Wiiat a crowded churchyard and church 
had I to pass through to the hand.some seat which 
belongs to the excellent patron of it !’ On the close 
of the religious display, as this excellent patron is 
handing his bride into her coach, he is accosted by 
several gendemen, who ‘acknowledge the fevour 
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done them ' by the invitation they have received to, 
the grand dinner-party which takes place at Gran- 
disoh Hall on the foUoAving Tuesday. But enough 
Kna been said to satisfy Sir John Lubbock that the 
seclusion of the modem honeymoon trip is no relic 
of the furtive secrecy with which the bridegroom, 
in the old days of marriage by capture, formerly 
enjoyed the first days of his familiar intercoiuse 
with a stolen bride. Sir Charles and Lady Gran- 
dison had been married considerably more than a 
month before they had four -and -twenty hours of 
unbroken quietude. 

The modern honeymoon trip had its birth, as 
we have seen, in the very last days of George the 
Second, and became a recognised bridal institution 
in the aristocratic world in the earlier years ot 
George the Third’s reign. But many years passed 
before modest gentlefolk in the middle rank of life 
presumed to imitate their betters in respect to this 
convenient custom. The change of usage was, how- 
ever, so agreeable to lovers of both sexes that the 
new fashion became yearly more general ; so that, 
by the end of the last century, it was imusual for a 
bride, having the slightest claim to gentility, to pass 
the evening of her wedding-day under her father’s 
roof The trip became an indispensable part of every 
nuptial celebration, even in the grades of country- 
town ‘ respectability ; ’ and on rising from the bridal 
banquet the bride went off, as a matter of course, for 
tranquillity and change of scene, in the carriage, 
after which the wedding-guests sent a volley of slip- 
pers. On returning from her tour she went without 
sarade to her new home, instead of being conducted 
TOL. n. T 
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thither, in the obsolete feshion,* by a disorderly 
cavalcade or a numerous band of pedratrians. 

In the two first decades of the present coftuiy 
the honeymoon trip of a married couple, who, 
though of gentle quality, were too busy or thrifty 
to think of spending much time or money on a 
romantic excursion, seldom exceeded ten days or a 
fortnight. The London merchant or lawyer took 
his London bride to Bath or Timbridge Wells or 
Brighton for seven or eight days, and on returning 
to town she entered her new home in Finsbury 
Circus or Guildford Street, feeling herself to have 
seen much of her native land. The country clergy- 
man or provincial doctor took his spouse for as short 
a time to London, to see the jjarks and theatres, 
St. Paul’s and the Tower ; and. on crossing the 
thre.shold of her future abode, the young wife felt 
that .she had seen as much of the world, outside her 

* In ‘ The LcTellera : a Dialojrne ln’tween two Young Ladies 
concerning Matrimony’ (1703), Politico, laughing at the eccentric 
behaviour of a country clergyman, alrciuly mentioned in this 
work, says, ‘ Frotu church tiicy went huiiie to her father’s house, 
where, having dined, he tells his wife slie must put up such things 
as she desired to carry home with her, for he would quickly 
be going homewards. The relations begged of him to stay all 
night, and bed his wife at her father’s house, it being the usual 
custom to do so. Ho told them he would lie nowhere but at his 
own house, and that he would lie going presently. The relationa, 
finding no aiguments would prevail uisui him to tarry, they got 
mistress bride ready, and the parson, coming to the door, espiea 
several horses ready saddled and bridled. Ho asked what the 
meaning of those horses was t They told him, for some of his wife’s 
relations, to accompany him home. He said nobody should 
along with him but his wife ; and so they were forced to stable 
their horses, and let the married people go home by themselves.’ 
— FttAf ‘ The LeveUers’ (1703). 
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own proper neighbourliood, as she ought to wish to 
see for the next twenty years. 

Easily accessible from London and the southern 
counties, before the railway and steamboat had. 
brought Ryde within two hours of the Strand, the 
Isle of Wight gained renown for being the favourite 
haiint of newly-married couples, as soon as the honey- 
moon trip had become a universal incident of wedlock 
in our gentle ranks. And to afford suitable accom- 
modation for spouses desirous of passing the first 
days of their matrimony in retirement and charming 
scenery, speculators built in the choicest spots of the 
lovely island those attractive honeymoon hotels, 
such as the Sandrock and Shanklin inns, — ivy-and- 
myrtle-covered tenements, partitioned into little 
pigeon-hole sitting-rooms and bed-rooms, — ^in which 
proud boys and happy girls still delight to bill and 
coo in blissful unconcern of everything but love. 
But in these later years the increasing facilities for 
travel have caused the majority of our spouses to 
r^;ard the trip to the nearest of our Channel islands 
as too tame and unadventurous for the happy pair, 
who have time and money for a run to the Pyrenees, 
Switzerhmd, or the Italian lakes. 

Honeymoon trips having become the fashion, it 
was soon found convenient to announce to the bride’s 
friends the time when her trip would terminate, and 
she would be happy to receive their congratulations 
under her own roof. To do this, in order that the' 
well-wishers of a newly -manied lady should be 
spared the trouble of journeying prematurely to her 
door, only to learn that she had not yet entered her 
appointed home, a social reformer introduced the 
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practice of distributing wedding-cards, that, beside 
dediaring the fair sender’s change of name, stated the 
particular days on which she would sit in state, to 
j:eceive her callers and regale them with wine and 
wedding-cake. In the days of our grandmothers a 
bride’s nuptial card was always an invitation to a 
banquet of sweetmeats, as well as an announcement 
of her marriage and future residence. In the coimse 
of the last forty years fashion has been notably 
capricious and changeful with respect to wedding- 
canls and bridal receptions. She aboli.shed sticcess- 
ively the feast of sweetmeats and the ceremonious 
call on one of several stated days. Then, for awhUe, 
she declared that a bride’s cards should merely state 
her abode, and the time ‘after’ which she woidd 
be ‘ at home ’ to callers fortunate enough to find her 
there. She next ordained that the bridal placard 
should say nothing about the sender’s ‘ home,’ should 
not even give its address. It should be a single, 
undated card, sent in a plain envelope ; it should be 
a contrivance of two cards joined together wdth silver 
thread ; it should consist of two ordinary calling- 
cards — one the sender’s, the other her groom’a 
Having invented half-a-hundred varieties of the 
bridal note, and discarded each of them after taking 
it into brief favour. Fashion grew weary of nuptial 
cards, and proclaimed them antiquated things that 
should no longer be tolerated in polite society. At 
the present moment it is an open question amongst 
the guardians of our social proprieties, whether a 
bride should ‘send cards’ or be married ‘without 
cards.’ But I am assured by many judicious ladies, 
who are greatly authoritative in feminine affiiirs, 
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and hold faahion in no high eiiteem, that nuptial 
cards, announcing the bride’s maiden name, wifely' 
name, and London address, are never likely to go 
altogether out of use, as the neglect to distribute 
them is fruitful of divers inconveniences in the vast 
Babylon. 
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CHAPTEE XX. 

SAMUEL JOHNSON ON MATRIMONY. 

Like Charles the First’s title to reverence, Dr. John- 
son’s character is one of those subjects about which 
men have agreed to differ. At the present date, how- 
ever, it is generally conceded by his warmest ad- 
mirers that the lexicographer’s contemporaries erred 
in thinking him a great moral philosopher. On the 
other hand, it is no leas generally allowed that, 
though no profoimd and accurate ethical teacher, 
the doctor was a sincere moralist, who held the 
ethical views prevalent amongst the orderly and reli- 
gious persons of his time, and carefully exemplified 
them by practice. A devout and severely conscien- 
tious man, he was chiefly anxious that his conduct 
should accord with his religious convictions. It is 
this that renders his judgments respecting the 
duties and mutual obligations of men especially 
worthy of attention. 

Some of those judgments were unsound, a few of 
them were highly reprehensible ; but whenever he 
startles us by a seriously offered sentiment, which is 
repugnant to our notions of justice and virtue, we 
may be sure that the opinion had the approval of his 
conscience, and reflected the moral condition of the 
persons who exaggerated his wisdom, and valued 
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him for his goodness. Again, his wrong verdicts on 
questions of morality axe all the more deserving of 
attention, because they were always accompanied 
with the reasons which caused him to deliver them. 
Of a certain class of disputants it has been wittily 
observed that their conclusions are always right, and 
their reasons for them invariably wrong. If John- 
son’s bad decisions were not the result of good argu- 
ments, it may at least be said that they were always 
far more erroneous than their premises, and that he 
defended them with an ingenuity and force that no 
other man of his day could have exhibited in their 
behalf. Resembling ordinary persons of intelligence 
and culture in mistaking prejudices for truths, he 
differed from them in being always ready with the 
right defence for a wrong judgment. 

It has been already showm that Samuel Johnson 
was an advocate of marriage, and a champion of 
womankind. He thought that men could not marry 
too early, and had better wed late than never. He 
held that widowers did w^ell to contiuct second 
marriages ; and, hearing ridicule cast on a gentleman 
for taking a second wife when he had been very 
unfortunate in his first choice, he exclaimed, with 
equal heartiness and humour, ‘ Sir, it is a triiunph 
of hope over experience.’ Matrimony, in his opinion, 
was no such mere natural anungement that savages 
could be happy in it, but the contrivance of civiliz- 
ation for promoting the happiness of creatures in the 
higher grades of human life.* Himself a model 

* * On Tuesday, March 31, he and I dined at General Paoli’a. 
A question was started whether the state of marriage was natural 
to man Joknton. " Sir, it is so far from natural for a man and 
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husband, he was so jealous of his lumbering old 
Tetty’s love, that he once thought of extorting from 
her a promise not to marry again, should she survive 
him ; although he was her second husband, and, as 
Boswell justly remarked, the spiiit of a certain 
honest Birmingham trader would, in the next world, 
have a prior claim, if not a stronger title than the 
author's, to Mra. Johnson’s conjugal devotion.* 

woman to live in a state of marriage, that we find all the motives 
they have for remaining in that connexion, and the restraints 
which civilized society imposes to prevent separation, are hardly 
sufficient to keep them together.” The General said that, in a 
state of nature, a man and w’oman uniting together would form a 
strong and cousttuit affection, by the mutual pleasure each would 
receive ; and that the same causes of dissension would not arise 
between them as occur between a husband and wife in a civilized 
state. Johnson, “ Sir, they would have dissensions enough, though 
of another kind. One w^ould choose to go a-hunting in this wood, 
another in that ; one would choose to go fishing in this lake, the 
other in that ; or, perhaps, one would choose to go a-hunting, when 
the other would choose to go a-fishing ; and so they would part. 
Besides, sir, a savage man and a savage wonmn meet by chance ; 
and when the man sees another woman that pleases him better, he 
will leave the first .’ — Vide Boswell’s ‘ Life of Johnson.* 

* ‘ When I censured a gentleman of my acquaintance for mar- 
tying a second time, as it showed a disregard of his first wife, he 
said, Not at all, sir. On the contraiy, were he not to many 
i^in, it might be concluded that his first wife had given him a 
disgust to marriage; but by taking a second wife he pays the 
highest compliment to his first, by showing that she made him so 
happy as a married man, that he wishes to be so a second time.’* 
So ingenious a turn did he give to this delicate question. And 
yet, on another occasion, he owned to me that he once had almost 
asked a promise of Mrs. Johnson that she would not many again, 
but had checked himself. Indeed, I cannot help thinking that in 
his case the request would have been unreasonable ; for, if Mrs. 
Johnson foi^ot, or thought it no injury to the memory of her first 
love, — ^the husband of her youth and the father of her children,— 
to make a second marriage, why should she be precluded from a 
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After her death he could not reflect on her virtues 
with equanimity. Though matrimony doubtless con- 
tributed to the felicity of the gentler sex, he held 
that it was far more necessary and advantageous to 
the so-called lords of creation. A spinster could get 
on comfortably by herself ; but an old bachelor was a 
helpless and forlorn creature, dependent on female 
hirelings for his shirt-buttons and, domestic com- 
forts.* He certainly did not underrate the feminine 
intellect, and insisted that, in proportion as she was 
clever, a woman was likely to prove a good wife. 
Something of cynical disdain for woman’s wit and 
mental capacity is discernible in the counsel which 
he gave to the friend, whose hesitancy in prosecuting 
his suit to a clever woman he corrected by saying, 
‘ Sir, you need not be afraid ; marry her. Before a 
year goes about you’ll find that reason much weaker, 
and that wit not so bright.’ A passage in his ‘ Life 
of Waller,’ also might be quoted to show that he was 
not innocent of the masculine distrust of witty 
women, and regarded the qualities which enabled 

third, should she be so inclined 1 In Johnson’s persevering fond 
approbation of his Tetty, even after her decease, he seems totally 
to have overlooked the prior claim of the honest Birmingham 
trader. I presume that her having been married before had, at 
times, given him some uneasiness ; for I remember his observing 
to me on the marriage of one of our common friends, ‘ He has 
done a very foolish thing, sir ; he has married a widow, when he 
might have had a maid .’ — Vide Boswell’s ‘ Life of Johnson.’ 

* * Marriage, sir, is much more necessoiy to a man than to a 
woman ; for he is much less able to supply himself with domestic 
comforts. You will recollect my saying to some ladies the other 
day, that I had often wondered why young women should many, 
as they have so much more freedom, and so much more attention 
paid to them, while unmarried.’ — Ficfe Boswell’s ‘ Life of Johnson.* 
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them to shine in the salon^ as more likely to lessen 
the contentment than to enhance the felicity of their 
husbands.^ But he steadily maintained that, upon 
the whole, women were virtuous in proportion to 
their mental vigour and enlightenment ; and that the 
possession of independence and authority was more 
likely to enlarge their discretion and capacity for 
business than to infuse them with insolence and 
dispose them to carelessness, f It was consistent 
with these sentiments that he believed the gentle- 
women of the aristocracy to be more unselfish, and 
considerate to their inferiors, than the ladies of the 
middle grades of society. That dull and foolish 
girls were so often selected for matrimony, in 

* ‘He doubtless praised many whom he would have been 
afraid to marry ; and, |)erhap8, married one whom he would have 
been ashamed to praise. Many qualities contribute to domestic 
happiness, upon which poetry hiis no colours to bestow; and many 
airs and sallies may delight the imagination, which he who flatters 
them can never approve.’ — Vide Johnson’s ‘ Lives of the Poets.’ 

t ‘We then talked of marrying women of fortune ; and I 
mentioned a common remark, that a man may be, u[K)n the whole, 
richer by marrying a woman with a very small portion, because a 
woman of fortune will be proportionately exjMJiisive; whereas, a 
woman who brings none will be very moderate in expenses.— 
Johnson, “Depend upon it, sir, this is not true. A woman of 
fortune, being used to the handling of money, spends it judi- 
ciously ; but a woman, who gets the command of money for the 
first time upon her marriage, has such a gust in spending it, that 
she throws it away with great profusion.” He praised the ladies 
of the present age, insisting that they were more faithful to their 
husbands, and more virtuous in every respect, than in former 
times, because their understandings were better cultivated. It 
was an undoubted proof of his good sense and good disposition, 
that he was never querulous, never prone to inveigh against pre- 
sent times, as is so common when superficial minds are on the 
fiset ’ — Vide Boswell’s ‘ Life of Johnson.* 
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preference to their brighter and more capable sisters, 
i^vas a phenomenon of masculine perversity which he 
accounted for by declaring that ordinary men, con- 
scious of their inferiority to women of the finer and 
nobler kinds, made choice of the simpletons whose 
mental strength they did not fear, and whose weak- 
ness they felt themselves competent to controL 
‘ Men,' he said, ‘ know that women are mi overmatch 
for them, and therefore they choose the weakest or 
most ignorant. If they do not think so, they never 
could be afraid of women knowing as much as them- 
selves.’ The jocular tone of this remark causing 
Boswell to inquire subsequently whether it expressed 
his hero’s sober judgment, Jolmson declared that he 
had spoken it seriously. 

But whilst valuing women thus highly, and 
judging them thus generously, the man of letters 
was disdainful of the emotions and sympathies 
which usually determine the affections of those per- 
sons of opposite sexes who join hands in wed* 
lock. Love was the romantic ailment of big school- 
children and fools. ‘ It is commonly a weak man,’ 
he observed, contemptuously, ‘ who marries for 
love.’ The intelligent and prudent man selected his 
bride on a calm and dispassionate consideration of 
her temper, mental quickness, moral endowments, 
and the material advantages that would result from 
an alliance with her. He wooed her, not because 
he preferred her to all the rest of womankind, but 
because she fell in his way imder circumstances 
favourable to his intercourse with her. Proximity, 
proximity, proximity, were the three great causes 
of matrimonial attadiments. That matches were 
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made in heaven, and that certain persons were pre- 
ordained, ere they saw the light of this world, to be 
the conjugal partners of other certain persons, were 
notions so fantastic that he could not consider them 
for a moment without deriding them. The doctrine 
of elective affinities was the mere whimsy of a dis- 
ordered mind. He would not even admit that the 
freedom of selection, accorded by custom to young 
people desirous of matrimony, was productive of more 
good than evil Upon the whole he thought that 
spouses would be more harmoniously mated, if it 
were left to the Lord Chancellor to match them, 
after duly considering the qualities and circum- 
stances of each candidate for wedlock,* 

The right of every woman to please herself in 
selecting a conjugal partner he asserted even to 
maintaining that no father w{»s justified in exercis- 
ing his parental authority to induce his daughter to 
accept a distasteful offer of rnarriage.t At the same 
time, he was no less positive in declaring that the 
daughter, who, in opposition to her parents’ wishes, 

* ‘ Bonodl. “ Pray, sir, do you not suppose that there are fifty 
women in the world, with any one of whom a man may bo as 
happy, as with any woman in particular?” — Johiunm. “Ay, sir, 
fifty thousand.” — Jiotwell. “ Then, sir, you are not of opinion with 
some who imagine that certain men and certain women are made 
for each other ; and that they cannot Ih) happy if they miss their 
counterparts?” — Johmon. “ To Ije sure not, sir; I believe marriages 
would in general be as happy, and often more so, if they were all 
made by the Lord Chancellor, upon a due consideration of the 
characters and circumstances, without the parties having any 
choice in the matter.” ’ — Vide Boswell’s ‘ Life of Johnson.’ 

t ‘At Streatham, on Monday, March 29 (1779), at breakfast, 
be maintained that a lather had no right to control the in«linii^ 4» n^ 
of his daughter in marriage.* — Y\d« Boswell’s ‘ Life of Johnson.’ 
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degraded herself by an alliance with a social in- 
ferior, had no claim to parental for^veness of her 
misconduct ; and that the father, who pardoned 
her so far as to restore her to a position in his 
regard of equality with her obedient sisters, was 
reprehensibly lenient.* The sire of such a grievously 
offending child might so far relent towards her as to 
preserve her from starvation, and even to provide 
her with comforts appropriate to a wdinan in her 
husband’s way of life ; but ‘ the subordination of 
civilized society,’ which it behoved all moral persons 
to guard with jealousy, forbade him to act so that 
the consequences of her example should not ‘deter 
others from the same perversion.’ In the same 
spirit, giving utterance to a sentiment strangely 
inconsistent with his compassionate behaviour to- 

* * A young lady, who had married a man much her inferior in 
rank, being mentioned, a question arose, how a woman’s relations 
should behave to her in such a situation ; and, while I recapitulate 
the debate, and recollect what has since happened, I cannot but be 
struck in a manner that delicacy hu-bids me to express. While I 

contended that she ought to l>e treated with inflexible steadiness of 
displeasure, Mrs. Tlirale was all for mildness and forgiveness, and, 
according to the \ailgar phrase, “ making the best of a bad bar- 
gain.” Johnson, ** Madam, we must distinguish. Were I a man 
of rank, I would not let a daughter starve who had made a mean 
marriage; but having voluntarily degnided herself from the station 
which she was originally entitlcni to hold, I would support her only 
in that which she had herself chosen ; and would not put her on a 
level 'with my other daughtei's. You are to consider, Madam, 
that it is our duty to maintain the subordination of civilized 
society ; and when there is a gross and shameful deviation from 
rank, it should bo punished so as to deter others from the same 
perversion .” — Vidf ‘ Life of Johnson.’ In these harsh sentiments 
Boswell concurred so heartily that he could not refrain from ex- 
tolling their wisdom,” in a long paragraph of insolent barbari^. 
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\raid8 &]len women, he reproved Boswell for sug- 
gesting that utter worldly ruin was too hard and 
merciless a punishment for one act of sin perpetrated 
by an unfortunate girl 

Whilst he was thus unforgiving in theory to- 
wards women guilty of the most serious of common 
offences agaiost domestic morality, Johnson exhibited 
towards the matrimonial libertinism of the stronger 
sex an indulgence which amazes the student who 
remembers that the doctor was the great moralist 
of his generation. In saying that the conjugal in- 
fidelity of a woman was, by reason of its usual 
results, far more injurious to society, and therefore 
a graver civil inconvenience, than the matrimonial 
faithlessness of a husband, he offered an opinion in 
which most persons will coldly concur. In fairness 
to Johnson, moreover, it should be remembered that, 
on coming from his lips, this observation, was accom- 
panied with an admission that, tliough the faithless 
husband’s sin against society was comparatively tri- 
vial, it was just as flagrant as the erring wife’s 
wickedness against the Almighty. But reawiers in 
this nineteenth century are literally staggered by 
the coolness and insensibility of Johnson’s remarks 
on one of the most revolting offences that a hus- 
band can perpetrate against his wife’s peace of mind 
and womanly dignity. The solemn moralist of 
George the Third’s England actually taught that 
the man who outraged decency by committing acts 
of conjugal faithlessness under his wife’s roof, and 
with the co-operation of her personal attendant, was 
guilty of nothing worse than a venial impropriety 
at which the injured wife was bound to connive. 
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Instead of resenting tlie insult, Jolxnson insisted 
that the lady should conceal her annoyance, and 
only strive to reclaim her husband by more stre- 
nuous efforts to please him. He declared that 
he ‘woxild not receive home a daughter who had 
run away from her husband on that account.’* The 
woman, writhing under such an affiront, seldom hajl 
any good ground for complaint, as in ninety-nine^ 
cases out of every hundred she had brought the 
annoyance on herself by unamiable remissness to- 
wards her lord. Passages in harmony with John- 
son's sentiments on this subject may be found in the 
plays and novels of the last century ; and it is the 
fashion of some social illustrators to regard them as 
the mere humorous excesses of worldly writers, 
who in dealing with the conjugal relations pandered 
to popular licentiousness, and adopted a dissolute 
tone that misrepresented the familiar life of their 
period. But Samuel Johnson was no producer of 
wanton literature, seasoned for the vulgar appetite. 


* The language in which Samuel Johnson, the moralist, 
clothed these absolutely atrocious sentiments, is so gross that I 
may not submit it to readers of this page. But the sentiments 
and their expression were alike acceptable to Johnson’s biographer, 
who exclaims, ‘ Here he discovered that acute discrimination, that 
solid judgment, and that knowledge of human nature, for which 
he was upon all occasions remarkable. Taking care to keep in 
view the moral and religious duty, as understood in our nation, he 
showed clearly, from reason and good sense, tlie greater degree of 
culpability in the one sex deviating from it than the other ; and, 
at the same time inculcated a very useful lesson.’ The veiy 
i|sefhl lesson being that the wife, smarting under a brutal and 
unendurable indignity, should hold her tongue with respect to her 
wrongs, and smile on her licentious tyrant more sweetly than 
ever. 
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He -was the rigid moralist of hM day. And it must 
be confessed that his frankness on this unpleasant 
topic affords an instructive insight into the domestic 
morals of Georgian England, and tells a painful stoiy 
of woman’s condition in ‘ the good old times.’ Let 
those flippant slanderers of the present generation 
who delight in declaring that our standard of house- 
hold morality is lower than that of our Georgian 
forefathers, check themselves by remembering that 
in his thoughtful and pious old age Samuel Johnson 
r^arded as trivial indecorum what we stigmatize as 
enormous profligacy. 
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CHAPTER XXL 

JEUX d'esprit against wives. 

It is, also, illustrative of a notable change in social 
taste and opinion, that, instead of imputing a want 
of the nicest delicacy to some few sentences of our 
Office for the Solemnization of Matrimony, Samuel 
Johnson regretted that the excessive refinement of 
the service rendered it inappropriate to weddings of 
an imromantic kind. ‘ Talking of marriage in gene- 
ral,’ says the biographer, ‘ he observed, “ Our mar- 
riage service is too refined. It is calculated only 
for the best kind of marriages ; whereas we should 
have a form for matches of mere convenience, of 
which there are many.” He agreed with me that 
there was no absolute necessity for having the mar- 
riage service performed by a regular clergyman, for 
this was not commanded in Scripture.’ 

It was on the occasion of this conversation that 
Boswell, blushing at his temerity in submitting 
verses of his own writing to the critical attention 
of his ‘illustrious friend,’ repeated to Dr. Johnson 
* the little epigrammatic song,’ which was subse- 
quently set to music by ‘the very ingenious Mr. 
Dibdin,’ and published under the title of ‘ A Matri- 
monial Thought.’ 

VOL. IL u 
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^ In the blithe days of honeymoon, 

With Kate’s ^urements smitten, 

I loved her late, I loved her soon, 

And called her dearest kitten. 

But now my kitten’s grown a cat, 

And cross like other wives ; 

Oh ! by my soul, my dearest Mat, 

1 fear she has nine lives.’ 

^ It is very well, sir,' said the illustrious friend, 
smiling condescendingly, ere he added gravely, * but 
you should not swear/ Out of regard for the great 
man s religious sensibility, Boswell substituted, ‘Alas, 
alas,’ for ‘ by my soul but after the Censor Morum 
had departed for ever from Fleet Street, the poet 
resumed his profane habit, and restored ‘ by my 
soul’ to its place in the humorous trifle. 

Love and marriage were topics on which eight- 
eenth-century writers of vers de societey more 
skilful in their art than Boswell, delighted to make 
merry. To one of them we are indebted for Celiacs 
retort on the cynical dean : — 


‘ Cries Celia to a reverend dean, 

What reason can be given, 

Since marriage is a holy thing, 

That there is none in heaven 1 ” 

There are no women,” he replied : 

She quick returns the jest ; 

Women there are, but I’m afraid 
They cannot find a priest” ’ 

The literature of epigrams and epitaphs com- 
prises some of the smartest jeux d’ esprit written by 
men against women, and by wives against their 
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masters. The German poet, Besser, produced the 
epigram on Adam’s sleep : — 

< He laid him down and slept, — and from his side 
A woman in her magic beauty rose ; 

Dazzled and charmed, he called that woman “bride,” 

And his first sleep became his last repose.’ 

To a German poet, also, we are indebted for the 
‘ Epitaph on a Scolding Woman,’ which has been 
rendered in English : — 

‘ Here lies, thank God, a woman who 
Quarrelled aud stormed her whole life through ; 

Tread gently o’er her mouldering form. 

Or else you’ll raise another storm.* 

‘ Soyez tranquille ’ was the epitaph maliciously sug- 
gested for the monument which the French cook, of 
Crimean celebrity and whilom of the Reform Club, 
rabed in Kensal Green Cemetery over the grave of 
the virtuous Madame Soyer, whose good qualities the 
disconsolate chef commemorated in a grandiose and 
highly sentimental inscription, respecting which 
Douglas Jerrold remarked pithily, ‘ Mock Turtla’ 

To the credit of the fair sex let it be observed, 
that the sharpest things engraved by widows on 
the tombs of their husbands were innocent of dis- 
dainful purposa A good many years ance, when 
that exemplary clergyman, the Reverend William 
Greenlaw, became Rector of Woolwidi, he found in 
the churchyard of his new cure a recently erected 
tombstone, to the memory of a Woolwich tradesman, 
on which there had been inscribed, at the particular 
request of the dead man, the well-known lines : — 
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* Touthfiil reader, passing by, 

As you are now, so onoe was I ; 

As 1 am now, so you must be, 

Therefore prepare to follow me.* 

Beneath which lines there also appeared on the 
stone, the following couplet, added by the widow 
and executrix of the dead, — 

* To follow you I am not content 
Unless I know which way you went.* 

Offended by the apparent flippancy and irreverence of 
this couplet the Rector entreated the widow to con- 
sent to its obliteration from the stone. To his 
surprise he fotind that she cherished no ill feeling to 
her late lord and master, and was of opinion that he 
surpassed in piety most of the husbands whom he 
had left behind. The good woman had always 
thought the epitfiph a foolish epitaph, and had re- 
peatedly told her husband her critical reasons for 
disliking it. Like a docile wife she hful placed it 
on the stone, as her husband desired it to appear 
there ; but she had thought herself justified in point- 
ing to the obvious defect of the lines. She had 
only availed herself of her opportunity to have the 
last word in a literary controversy that she and her 
husband had for years cjirried on in a friendly spirit. 
On being shown that the stone, as it appeared, was 
suggestive of disrespectful thoughts of her husband, 
she consented reluctantly to the erasure of her 
comment. 

Even more infelicitous than this widow of Wool- 
wich was the good lady who, with the best intention, 
placed a highly scandalous inscription on the tomb 
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of her deceased husband, in his day a famous London 
pyrotechnist. In the first month of her widowhood, 
on moiumfully walking away from his grave, after 
watering it with a tear, this widow was struck by 
the sublime dignity of an inscription on an adjacent 
tomb, erected to the honour of a musical composer 
who, in the language of the legend, had gone ‘to 
a world where alone his harmonies could be sur- 
passed.’ Lacking the power to produce an original 
eulogium, the simple lady adapted the harmonious 
professor's epitaph to the igneous artist’s case. 
With the accuracy of a conscientious historian she 
substituted ‘fireworks’ for ‘harmonies,’ — with con- 
sequences that my readers may be left to imagine 
for themselves. 
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CHAPTER XXII. 

DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP IN CATHOLIC 
ENGLAND. 

Following - the example of the old preachers of 
wedding sermons, I •will conclude my Essay on 
Marriage in England ■with some remarks on those 
artificial ways of terminating wedlock which one of 
our Elizabethan divines termed, with more quaint- 
ness than felicity, ‘the rod of mariage,' and ‘the 
medicine of matrimony.’ * 

Amongst the pagan Britons and pagan Anglo- 
Saxons, in the days of forcible marriage, divorce was 
prevalent ; and it was so little restrained by gene- 
rosity to womankind, or any kind of regard for the 
interests of the fair sex, that it may be described 
as the simple repudiation of wives at the will of 


* * If these duties be perfortnod, then I need not speake of 
divorcement, which is the rod of mariage, and divideth them 
which were one flesh, as if the bodie and soul were parted asunder. 
But because all performe not their wedlocke vowes, therefore He 
which appointed mariage hath appointed divorcement, as it were, 
taking a privilege from us when we abuse it. As God hath or- 
dained remedies for every disease, so He hath ordained a remedie 
for the disease of mariage. The disease of mariage is adultezyi 
and the medicine thereof is divorcement .* — Vide Master Henry 
Smith's * Preparation to Mariage,* temp. Eliz. 
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their masters. The husband who had seized his con- 
jugal partner by violence, in the fever of ferocious 
desire, was at liberty to throw her aside with insult 
as soon as he had grown weary of her fascinations, 
and had no wish to retain her in the number of his 
domestic slaves. 

On being placed on a commercial basis, marriage 
became an unequal civil contract, which, like other 
civil partnerships, was terminable by the agreement 
of the contracting parties ; but it differed from the 
social compacts of more civilized times, in that the 
stronger of the two parties could almost always 
compel his weaker mate to consent to his wish for a 
disunion. Under marriage by purchase woman was 
invested with some Ul-defined rights — to a share of 
her buyer’s wealth in case he put her away, and to 
a voice in the negotiations which deprived her of his 
companionship. And if she had blood-relations able 
to defend her from gross injustice, or possessed the 
endowments that even in barbarous communities 
drew champions round injured women, these lights 
were respected. But in many cases, where the repu- 
diated wife had no powerful Hndred or other friends 
to enforce her legal claims, she was sent forth from 
her repudiator’s walls with no provision for the 
future but the clothing on her back ; the money and 
chattels, to which she was entitled on her expulsion 
from her former home, being withheld by the enemy 
who had at one tune been her lover. The very laws, 
which afforded an inadequate protection to wives 
who had been guilty of no misconduct justifying 
their repudiation, allowed divorcement for such 
trivial offences, that the husband, guilty of turning 
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a fnendless -wife out of doors to shift for herself in 
the cruel world, could usually allege that her evil 
behaviour afforded good grounds for liis severity, and 
could say enough in support of his assertions to 
satisfy social opinion that at least the wrong was 
not altogether on his side. 

Even so late as the tenth centuiy, Howell Dha, 
the good sovereign of South Wales, decreed that a 
husband might righteously eject from his home the 
wife who had given a single kiss to any man but 
himself, and that in summarily casting her from 
him, he might retain whatever chattels she had 
brought him, and leave her to provide for herself by 
mendicancy or labour. And long after the secular 
law and ecclesiastical authoiuties had provided the 
Anglo-Saxon wnfe with such annour against marital 
injustice, as rendered her in theory safe from un- 
reasonable divorcement, her honour and status were 
too often at the mercy of a vindictive and unscru- 
pulous husband. 

In regarding the defects of our ancient laws 
towards womankind, it has been already remarked 
that we should never lose sight of the natural 
influences which modified their harshness and cor- 
rected their flagrant injustice. The average English 
wife was never the abject slave that laws and 
customs declared her. On the other hand, it can- 
not be denied that the experiences of the unfor- 
tunate matrimonial bondswomen of our remote 
Christian ancestors accorded with the legal theory 
of their condition. They were slaves who were fre* 
quently repudiated by their wanton lords on the 
flimsiest pretexts, and were sometimes transferred to 
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new owners for pecuniary consideration. It was in 
accordance with the spirit of marriage by purchase 
that husbands, weary of wives whom they had 
bought with money, like horses and kine, thought 
themselves entitled to dispose of them for money to 
persons who wished to buy them. That the sale of 
wives was common in some parts of the British 
Islands so late as the eleventh century, .we have 
conclusive evidence in Gregory the Seventh’s mo- 
nition on the subject to Archbishop Lanfranc, in 
which the Pontiff asserts that the practice was 
prevalent among the Scotch,* and insinuates that it 
was not unknown in England- That this same 
traffic in married womankind was abominably 
common amongst the Irish, stiU more certain testi- 
mony is afforded by epistles written by Lanfranc and 
his successor in the English primacy to kings of 

* Selden, whilst admitting that the inhabitants of North Britain 
disposed of their wives with reprehensible freedom, was of opinion 
that the Scotch, mentioned in Gregory’s monition, were the Celts 
of Ireland. ‘ Id quidem,’ he says, ‘ verum est monuisse olim 
Gregorium P. P. Lanfrancum Antistitem Cantuarensem. 

“ Quatenus graviora usquequaque resccare vitia studeret et inter 
omnia et prae omnibus nefas quod de Scotia aiidiverat, quod 
pleriqne videlicet proprias uxores non solum deserunt sed etiam 
vendunt, omnibus modis prohibere contenderet. Ad hsec enim 
apostolica te auctoritate fultum volumus, ut non solum in Scotis 
hoc scelus sed etiam in aliis, n quos in Anglorum insula talts use 
cognoveris, dura animadversione punias, et radicem tanti mali pru- 
deuti sarculo correctionis penitus extirpare non differas.” Sic 
papa ille. De Anglis non affirmatur, licet et ipsos pariter si qui 
forte fuerint hie coercendos voluit. Atqni Sootorum libeiiora 
tunc etiam divortia in usu fuisse creberrimo hio aperte patet. 
Sooti autem hio non pro aquilouaribus Britannite majoris sumi 
videntur, sed pro Hibemis, qui non raro apud veteres Scotorum 
nomine veniunt’ — Vide Selden’s 'Uxor Hebraica.' 
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Ireland. Addressing Muriertagh* of Ireland, the 
later primate represents that the men of that coun- 
try put away their wives without reason and for 
mere pleasure, and exchanged them amongst one 
another as openly and shamelessly as they exchanged 
their horses, and other goods and merchandize. And 
several centuries passed, before the Irish in this 
respect imiversaJly adopted the practices of modem 
civilization, and conformed to the requirements of the 
Church. Even so late as the seventeenth century 
a considerable proportion of the people of the ruder 
districts of the Emerald Isle regarded their wdves as 
creatures that it was not well to keep for many 
years. 

Nor may it be supposed that England was 
altogether innocent of this revolting usage in the 
feudal period. Though he woidd fain have per- 
suaded himself that the commercial interchange of 
wdves was peculiar to the wdlder folk of Ireland, and 
never disfigured the social life of England and 
Scotland, Selden could not deny that the laws and 
annals of the two last-named countries exhibited 
several traces of a matrimonial system under which 
wives guiltless of conjugal misbehaviour were repu- 
diated by their lords with insolent selfishness, and 
wedded spouses broke the band of matrimony for 
trivial or corrupt reason.s. 

* ‘Accedat et illud Ansclmi antistitis Cautuarensis ad Mu- 
riardachum Hibemiaj regem, “ Dicitur etiam quod viri (apud vos 
in Hibernia) ita libere et publice uxores mias nxoribus aliorum 
commutant sicut quilibet equum equo, aut quamlibet aliam rem 
re alia ab illo commutat, aut pro liliitu et eino rationo relinquunt. 
Quod quam malum ait omnia qui Chriatianam legem novit, in- 
telligit." ’ — Vide Selden’a ‘ Uxor Hebraica.’ 
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To what extent irregular divorce prevailed in 
mediaeval England it is impossible to say ; for it is 
in the nature of usages, forbidden or not openly sanc- 
tioned by authority, to pass away without leaving 
such traces of their existence as would indicate 
the degree in which they were general. Had not a 
few antiquaries preserved the Fleet registers from 
destruction, we should have had no adequate proof of 
the frequency of irregular marriages in George the Se- 
cond’s London, and should even have believed Horace 
Walpole’s assertion, that the lawless weddings were 
too few in number and too trivial in their conse- 
quences to require the notice of the legislature. 
In this age of statistical observation, when every 
department of our social life is under the surveillance 
of persons appointed to watch and record its doings, 
we can state with some preciseness the number of 
persons who subsist by breaking the laws of the 
land, and tell, with an approach to exactness, how 
often a particular offence against public order is 
committed. Our descendants will know how many 
of us lived by each of our honest industries, and 
how many by each of our criminal vocations. They 
will know to a nicety at what rate we increased, 
multiplied, and perished ; in what proportions we 
were divided amongst the various religious organiz- 
ations, by what forms we married, and how many 
of us avoided wedlock. But it is not in our power 
to give such petty details of the social life of our 
distant ancestors. Although some of our -recent 
explorers of archives and muniments have given us a 
far more minute account of the domestic doings of 
our mediaeval forefethers than it appeared likely 
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thirty years since that we should ever obtain, we 
cannot look for any large addition to our knowledge 
of the lawless and unrecogoized customs of feudal 
society. Whilst tlurough the deficiency of records we 
are unable to say what proportion of the married 
persons of that period escaped from the ties of 
wedlock by the regular processes for terminating 
marriage, it is not strange that we are equally in 
the dai'k respecting the number of marriages that 
were dissolved by the irregular way of mutual 
private agreement. 

Indeed it is less surprising that we know so 
little respecting the prevalence of irregular divorce, 
than that we are able to point to a single minutely 
recorded instance of the usiige. 

The one famous and significant case, to which we 
refer, occurred in the later period of the thirteenth 
century. Edward the First was on the throne, 
when John de Carneys, son and heir of Redulph, 
Lord de Carneys, for unrecorded reasons, determined 
to liberate his wife from her conjugal obligations to 
him, and to transfer hb marital authority over her 
to his friend, WUliam Paynel, knight. The lady, 
who on this occasion passed from one husband to 
another, was, like both her lords, of noble mmily. 
The daughter and heiress of John, Lord of Gatesden, 
she was a personage of wealth and importance, and 
subsequently displayed singular spirit in insisting 
on her right to dower out of her first husband’s 
estate. It is obvious that she was not a woman 
to submit meekly and silently to anything that she 
regarded as an attempt to put an indignity upon 
her. Inexact writers are wont to speak of her as 
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having been sold by an insolent husband to a wealthy 
paramour; but there is no evidence that John de 
Carneys parted with her for the sake of money. The 
same inexact writers show their ignorance of one 
of the most noteworthy facts of the case, when they 
assert that her transference was accomplished with- 
out her consent. The circumstances on the record 
show that she concurred in the arrangement, which 
terminated her proper husband’s intercourse with 
her, and consigned her to her chivalric knight, 
William Paynel. Nor did any of the parties to it 
evince any shame, or desire that the matter should 
be kept secret. The transference was made openly, 
by a legal deed to which John de Carneys affixed 
his seal, in the presence of numerous witnesses, 
seven of whom are mentioned in the document.* 


* The deed of transference ran thus : * Omnibus Christ! fide- 
libus ad quos prajsens scriptum pervenerit Joannes de Carneys 
filius et haires domini Rediilphi de Carneys salutem in Domino. 
Noveritis me tradidisse et dimississe spontanea voluntate mea 
domino Willielmo Paynel niiliti Margaretam de Carneys filiam et 
hseredem domini Joaiinis de Gatesden uxorem meam et etiam 
dedisse et concessisse eidem AVillielrao, relaxasse et quietum 
clamasse omnia bona et catalla quse ipsa Margareta habet vel de 
csotero habere posset, et etiam quicquid mei est de praedicta 
Mai’gareta bonis et catallis cum pertiuentiis suis, ita quod nec ego 
nec aliquis alius nomine meo in prsedicta Margareta nec bonis nec 
catallis ipsius Margareta) cum suis pertinentiis de cretero exigere 
vel vendicare poterimus nec debemus imperpetuum. Volo et 
concede et per pra)sen8 scriptum confirmo qu^ pnedicta Margareta 
cum prmdicto domino Willielmo sit et mancat pro voluntate 
ipsius Willielmi. In hujus rei testimonium huic prsesenti scripto 
sigillum meum apposui, his testibus Thoma de Keyeston, Joanne 
de Ferings, Willielmo de Trombe, Henrico le Broun, Stephano 
Camerario, W altero Le Blound, Gilberto de Batecombe, Roberto de 
Bosco^ et aliis.* 
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Selden admits that, T^hiist the principals in this 
peculiar transaction were of noble family, its wit- 
nesses were of no obscure name. 

The subsequent events, which procured for this 
perishable document an enduring place in our social 
history, proved that the Lady Margaret de Carneys 
alias Paynel, regarded her part in the matter as no 
business for which she should blush. In the interval 
between her amicable separation from her first hus- 
band and his death, was enacted the law of 13 
Edward L, which declared that a wife, guilty of 
deserting her husband of her own accord and living 
with another man, should forfeit her dower in the 
estate of the forsaken husband. On the death of 
John de Carneys, the Lady Margaret claimed the 
dower, assigned to her by him at the church porch, 
on the occasion of the w'edding ; and she declared that 
the act already mentioned was not applicable to the 
case of the wife, who left her husband at his desire. 
She did not deny that she ha^l consented to the 
separation, and to that extent had of her own will 
left her husband. But her consent having been the 
consequence of his desire for separation, she had not 
left him against his will, and therefore had not 
forsaken him. He had by deed voluntarily sur- 
rendered her, and all his conjugal rights in her 
property, to another man ; but she had never 
relinquished her claim to her dower. The lawyers 
were divided as to the merits of this widow's de- 
mand ; aud on three separate occasions Lady Mar- 
garet’s claims came under the notice of the Sovereign 
in Parliament, before judgment was given definitively 
against her. The controversy respecting the gentle- 
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woman’s case agitated the ladies of England greatly ; 
and during its continuance the plamtifT appears to 
have had her full share of social sympathy and 
encouragement. One of the noteworthy iucidents 
of the futile litigation was the production of evi- 
dence that the Church, without insisting on their 
separation, had by decree of a bishop’s court granted 
Lf^y Margaret and WUliam Paynel purgation of 
the crime which their intercourse involved. 

When Selden calls this separation a ‘singular 
portent,’ altogether discordant with the divorce law 
of the period, he merely states that it was a case 
of ‘ irregular divorcement.’ That no similar case 
appears in our legal records is no evidence the 
aifeir was the solitary and altogether eccentric act 
of a few lawless individuals. For our knowledge 
of the matter we are not indebted to the deed, but 
to the litigation on a nice legal point which saved 
the contents of the deed from perishing like other 
purely domestic memoranda. It is reasonable to 
suppose that this ‘ singular portent,’ — ^a transaction 
done in the open light of day by persons of high 
social condition, and in the presence of a number 
of respectable witnesses ; a transaction, moreover, 
in respect to which the lady felt no shame — was 
not the exceptional and unaccountable freak that 
Selden supposed, but a proceeding scarcely less 
common in practice than irregular in law. 

The separations, by mutual consent, of irregular 
divorce, were not unfi^uent amongst those of our 
medieeval ancestors, who, clinging to the old theory 
of matrimony, persisted in regarding marriage as a 
civil contract, terminable, like other partnerships, at 
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the ■will of the contracting parties. To avoid the 
cost of the processes of divorcement, sanctioned by 
the Church, or to free themselves from infeUcitous 
unions which even the indulgent judges of the ec- 
clesiastical tribunals would have declined to annul, 
such persons had recourse to the common irregular 
custom. Self-interest was always the foundation 
of these private arrangements for dissolution of wed- 
lock ; and it is probable that in the majority of 
them the consideration, which induced one or both 
of a pair of wedded spouses to part company, was 
a payment of money or a similar advantage. 

Common usage prints its lessons so deeply in 
the popular mind that centuries are powerless to 
obliterate them ; and the practice of bartering wives 
— a practice traceable to rnairiage by purchase, or 
at least to obvious deductions from that mode of 
matrimony — taught our commonalty to imagine that 
a husband had a legal right to sell his wife, provided 
that the sale were made o[)enly and his wife sanc- 
tioned the proceeding by silence. He might not, 
it was imagined, dispo.se of her by a secret sale, 
because in that case there would Ire no 8ati.sfactory 
evidence of the wife’s consent, without which their 
partnership could not be dissolved. But if she ac- 
companied him to market voluntarily, and allowed 
herself to be sold with a halter round her neck, 
no injury was thought to be done her, since her 
acquiescence in the proceeding declared her readiness 
to part with her proper husband and become the 
conjugal partner of her purchaser. To tliis piece of 
folk-^aw; is due the reputation which England has 
long enjoyed on the Continent, as a country where 
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wives may be bought and sold in open market A 
marvellous instance of the vitality of popular errors 
is afforded by the fact that this ludicrous notion 
survived amongst our rudest and most ignorant 
people to the present century. In 1820, a man 
named Bouchet led his wife into the cattle-market 
at Canterbury, put her into a cattle-pen, offered her 
for sale, and actvially sold her to another man for 
five shillings. Fourteen years later a similar case 
occurred at Birmingham, the place of sale being the 
open cattle-market ; and only thirteen years have 
elapsed since a husband (1859) sold his wife at 
Dudley for sixpence, ‘ under the full belief,’ says 
Mr. Robert Chambers, ‘ that by so doing she would 
have no further claim upon him for support’ These 
and a score similar cases of apparent wife-selling 
having actually occurred in our market-towns during 
the present century, it is not wonderful that our 
lively friends on the other side of the Channel believe 
that the English husband still possesses, and some- 
times exercises, an ancient common-law right to sell 
his wife in open market. 

But, though marriage was often terminated in 
mediaeval England, with the wife’s consent, by irre- 
gular divorce, it could not be dissolved thus lawlessly 
at the mere will of the husband. The English wife, 
in feudal times, hful a zealous, though not always 
adequate, protector against marital cruelty in the 
priest, who was the keeper of her conscience and the 
sharer of her most secret thoughts. In discharging 
the functions of confessor to the married women of 
his flock, the parish-priest ascertained the terms on 
which they lived with their lords, and was never 
VOL. IL X 
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slow to inform them of their conjugal rights, 
and of the means for defending them. Though he 
might be no subtle canonist,, he always knew some- 
thing of the rules and processes of the ecclesiastical 
courts ; and the reverend man was all the more 
ready to use his legal knowledge for the advantage 
of suffering wives, because he in various ways derived 
benefit from eveiy cause that he brought into his 
bishop’s court. 

On the other hand, if they were quick to procure 
redress for wives driven from their homes by mas- 
culine oppression, the mediaeval clergy were strangely 
clever in discovering ways by which unhappy couples 
could get release from the fetters of matrimony with 
the Church’s approval. 

The reader of previous pages of this work does 
not need to be told that the same Church, that 
devised many artificial and vexatious restraints on 
wedlock, displayed corresponding ingenuity in con- 
verting the prohibitions against marriage into con- 
trivances for facilitating divorce. It is well, however, 
that he should, in the present place, recall certain 
facts alluded to in my remarks on the ecclesiastical 
limitations of freedom of matrimony. 

In theory the mediaeval Church allowed of no 
divorce of the largest kind. For the correction of 
sin and the protection of sufferers from conjugal 
cruelty, she granted, under certain circumstances, 
the minor divorce, called in recent days judicial sepa- 
ration. But the full and complete liberation of 
divorce firom the bond of wedlock — divorce permit- 
ting the separated persons to marry other spouses — 
was a measure of freedom which the Church could 
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not afford to mortals who had once entered the gates 
of true matrimony. Asserting the indissolubility 
of spousals, she could • not consistently allow that 
veritable marriage, the fulfilment of spousals, was a 
contract capable of termination within the life of the 
parties to it. Hard and exceedingly severe rules 
usually generate contrivances for relaxing them in 
particular cases. It was so with the Church’s asser- 
tion that marriage was a condition of life fi*om which 
death was the only exit. Scarcely had she pro- 
claimed this doctrine, when she fovmd it necessary 
to modify it for the benefit of persons who had 
formed intolerable alliances. Had she insisted on 
her law, the laity of Christendom, in spite of their 
reverence for the Author and mysteries of their 
religion, would have revolted against her pitiless 
government. To mitigate hardships and to escape 
from difficulties of her own creation, she discrimi- 
nated between real and spurious wedlock, — ^the true 
marriages, with respect to which she still adhered 
to the doctrine of the indissolubility of matrimony, 
and the false marriages, from which she permitted 
and required spouses to retreat, on the ground that 
the unions had been unlawful or imperfect ab initio. 

The former kind of marriages comprised every 
matrimonial union of persons who, at the time of 
wedding, laboured \mder no canonical or natural 
disqualification for matrimony. The latter kind 
comprised all marriages contracted without special 
dispensation by persons forbidden to intermarry by 
the several canonical restraints on wedlock. It 
included the unions of persons who, at the time of 
manying, were within the prohibited degrees of con- 
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sangoinil^, affinity, or spiritual relationship ; the mar* 
riages of persons labouring under particular physical 
disabilities ; every matrimonial alliance that was de- 
fective by reason of the pre-contract of either party ; 
and every marriage that was unlawful at the time 
of its celebration by reason of the sin of either 
bride or groom. All these marriages were declared 
spurious, and, on receiving proof of their lawless 
origin, the Church annulled them, t. e. declared them 
mere nullities or semblances of wedlock, and there- 
fore void, on being declared so, from the beginning. 

We have already seen that a judicial nullification 
of matrimony, t. e. a decree declaring that an apparent 
marriage had never been a real marriage, differed 
materially from a divorce from the bond of matri- 
mony, which terminates true and valid wedlock ; but 
for all practical purposes nullification was divorce. 
The laity of Christendom were quick to see thia 
The clergy and the operations of the ecclesiastical 
courts instructed them on the matter. To attain 
the liberty for which they yearned, a husband and 
wife, wishing to separate on terms that woiild permit 
each of them to contract at once another marriage, 
had only to prove in a bishop’s court that their 
union had been uncanonicaL By discovering that 
they were first, second, or third coiisins, — by demon- 
strating, with the aid of two conveniently pliant, if 
not corrupt, witnesses, that at the time of their 
wedding one of them was pre-contracted to a third 
person, — by showing that on the marriage-day they 
stood within the prohibited degrees of spiritual 
affinity, — or by a confession that either of them had, 
before their union, held wicked intercourse with a 
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near relation of the other, — they could procure a 
Judgment which would declare that they had never 
been married; that they were still bachelor and 
spinster, and free to contract matrimony in accord- 
ance with the rules of holy Church. To a couple 
bent on perfect liberation from a hateftil imion, it 
was always easy to discover grounds for a nullifica- 
tion, and seldom difficult to render those grounds 
apparent to an ecclesiastical judge. Two spouses 
bent on wedlock often experienced great difficulty in 
ascertaining that no impediments precluded them 
from valid intermarriage ; but the impediments, 
which made their wedlock a nullity, were always 
readily discoverable to a husband and wife who had 
learnt to hate one another. 

So early as the eleventh century, the Church, 
whilst insisting on the indissolubility of marriage, 
had afforded her children such facilities for divorce, 
and married persons availed themselves of. those 
fecilities with such alacrity, that the scandalous fre- 
quency of nullifications of wedlock was regarded 
with cordial disapprobation by the more austere 
chiefs of the hierarchy. At the Council of Clermont 
it was urged by these censors of the age that 
husbands, at the instigation of evil desire and with 
the help of the ecclesiastical tribunals, were daily 
repudiating their proper spouses, and contracting 
marriage with the wives of other men. That our 
ancestors of Edward the Second’s time did not 
surpass the husbands of continental lands in fidelity 
to their earliest attachments and first wives, may be 
inferred from the terms in wliich a satirist of that 
period describes the prodigious traffic in divorce. 
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which enriched the officials of every bishop’s court 
in the land. According to this witness, whose 
evidence is abundantly corroborated by concurrent 
testimony, any husband, ‘ having selver among the 
clerkes to sende,* could rid himself of his wife by 
‘ bringing her to the constery,’ i.e. consistory court, 
with two false witnesses to support his statements.* 
The language of the enactment (recited in a 
previous page of this work) by which Henry the 
Eighth swept away the Church’s vexatious restraints 
on marriage, and the several instances already given 
in this work of the facilities for divorce afforded to the 

* ‘ If a man have a wyf, 

And be love her nowt, 

Bring her to the constery, 

There trewth schuld lie wrowt. 

Bring twei fals wytnes with hym, 

And hymself the thrydde, 

And he shall be deperted, 

As fair as he wold bydde, 

From his wyf ; 

He schal be majmtejTied fulle well 
To lede a sory lyf. 

When he is deperted 
From hys trew spowse, 

Take hys neyghboures wyf 
And bryng her to howse, 

Yif he have selver 
Among the clerkes to send, 

He may have hir to hys wyf 
To hys life’s end, 

With onskylle, 

Thei that so fair with falseness dele 

Godde’s corse on her bille/ — 

Vide 'A Poem on the times of Edward IL* Percy Socieiy^s 
Publioations. 
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subjects of our Tudor sovereigns by the Church that 
declared the indissolubility of wedlock, are sufficient 
to show that in the sixteenth century marriage was 
not necessarily the life-long bondage that the words 
of the Marriage Service declared it to be. But they 
are only a small part of the evidence that, by the 
action of the clerical courts in annulling marriages, 
every canonical impediment to matrimony was made 
to operate like a turnstile gate, that, whilst acting 
as a barrier to persons entering a building, affords a 
means of egress to those who wish to leave it. 

These facts should be considered by every young 
student of English history who would form a right 
judgment of Henry the Eighth’s conduct to Catharine 
of Arragon, and understand how it was that, instead 
of offending his conscientious subjects by his desire 
for a separation from her, he possessed their perfect 
sympathy in his conflict with the Pope. Had he 
been the licentious monster that most of us in our 
youth were taught to think him, his people would 
have shown by silence, if not by indignant protests, 
their abhorrence of his immorality. Had they out of 
sheer cowardice (a quality for which our race has 
never been remarkable), and out of servile fear of 
the despot’s resentment, forborne to declare their 
disgust at his wantonness, they would at least have 
refrained from applauding his wickedna'ss. Their 
sullen speechlessness would have told tne scorn they 
dared not put in words, which might bring them to 
the scaffold or the gallows ; and instead of being, as 
he was, the most popular European sovereign of his 
time, he would have encountered at every turn 
evidences of his people’s detestation. Had Catharine, 
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on the other hand, been the "wronged woman and 
barbarously ill-treated wife that modem idolaters 
have imagined her, the London populace might fmm 
timidity have forborne to cheer and shout their 
sympathy for her, as the crowd of George the 
Fourth’s London cheered and shouted for Caroline of 
Brunswick ; but they would have found some safer, 
but not less eloquent, because, less turbulent, way of 
showing their pity for her wrongs, and generous 
hatred of her oppressor. 

But it never occurred to Henry’s subjects that he 
was a prodigy of vice, because, in his reasonable dis- 
satisfaction with his first marriage he desired a more 
congenial and prolific wife ; or that his queen was 
the victim of a preposterous outrage, because she was 
asked to join with him in procuring a termination to 
their infelicitous union. As for Heniy’s part in the 
affair, they knew that he merely sought a liberation 
which would have been accorded to liira as a matter 
of course by the Church, had he been no greater 
personage than a baron of the realm, a simple knight, 
or a well-to-do London merchant ; — ay, would have 
been granted to him as sovereign of England, without 
a single moment of delay or word of scruple, had his 
wife not been the near kinswoman of the Spaniard, 
of whom the great Pontiff stood in awa To tell them 
that the only obstacle to the king’s wishes arose firom 
the Holy Father’s care for the sacredness of the mar- 
riage vow, and his concern for domestic morality, 
waa to rouse the scornful derision of Englishmen, who 
knew that the Church had, twice within the course 
of a few years, liberated their sovereign’s sister from 
the bond of matrimony, on groimds that, if not ab- 
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solutelj fictitious, were notably unsubstantial in com- 
parison with the reasons for her brother’s matrimonial 
separation. They could not reply temperately to 
hypocrites who averred that Henry was a dissolute 
and wicked man for wishing to do precisely what 
his subjects of all degrees were doing da'dy, in every 
part of the kingdom, with the Pope’s cordial approba- 
tion and help. To Englishmen, regarding_tbe subject 
from this point of view and by the light of daily 
experience, it seemed monstrous and unendurable 
that the King of England should be denied a liberty 
accorded to ail his subjects, and should be debarred 
from making a second marriage for the safety of his 
house and the good of his people, because it was to 
the Spanish sovereign’s interest that Henry of Eng- 
land should not have a male heir. 

As for Catharine, it appeared to her husband’s 
subjects that she played no queenly part in preferring 
her personal interests to the welfare of the nation ; 
and that she was deficient in womanly spirit in 
obstinately refusing to release the husband whose 
love she had lost, and in declining to retire fiom a 
humiliating position on terms that would have 
secured her daughter’s legitimacy, and also the 
child’s title to the throne, in case Henry left no 
oftspring of his own sex. It being customary for 
ladies in every social grade to consent to suits for 
the nullification of their marriages, and after 
separating from their lords to live in stately 
singleness without experiencing any diminution of 
social respect, an amicable separation, accomplished 
by the ordinary process of a fictitious plea and 
formal judgment, put no stigma of shame or any 
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shade of discredit on the woman who thereby sur- 
rendered her conjugal privileges. But Catharine 
would not even consent to a proposal that would 
have enabled Henry to re-many, without submitting 
her to the annoyance of knowing that her wedding 
had been nullified. Under these circumstances it is 
not wonderful that our ancestors had no pity for her 
vexation, and, instead of regarding her as the victim 
of marital cruelty, exclaimed bitterly against her 
malice, indelicacy, and selfishness. 
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CHAPTER XXIII. 

DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP : THE ANGLICAN 
REFORMERS. 

By sweeping away aU the canonical restrictions on 
matrimony that were not ordered by Scripture, the 
statute, 32 Henry VIII. c. 38, increased greatly 
the freedom of marriage, and at the same time de- 
stroyed liberty of divorce. It rendered wedlock 
easier of entrance, but closed aU the many gates 
which had hitherto aiforded spouses the means 
of escape from conjugal wretchedness. Instead of 
being a theological fiction and mere theory of the 
canonists, indissolubility of marriage became a rigid 
law and stem social fact. The Elizabethan jest, that 
compared matrimony to a public rout, was no less 
applicable to wedlock in Catholic than to marriage 
in Protestant England ; but whereas our ancestors 
before the Reformation could always get out of the 
press by a few permissible falsehoods and the pay- 
ment of money, the marriage law of Protestant times 
declared that, having once forced their way into the 
crowd, they should remain in it till death came to 
their relief 

The chiefs of the Protestant party in Edward the 
Sixth’s time had no wish to perpetuate the state of 
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things directly consequent on Henry the Eighth’s 
abrogation of the non-sciiptural prohibitions on mar- 
riage. Strongly disapproving the excessive liberty 
of divorce wliich the ecclesiastical tribunals had for 
generations afforded to society, they were not less 
unanim ous in condemning the doctrine of the absolute 
indissolubility of wedlock. If it was wrong on the one 
hand to allow husbands find wives the liberty of sepa- 
rating on frivolous pretexts, and to provide the fortress 
of marriage with numerous gates of egress, whose 
double locks obeyed the pass-keys of peijijry and cor- 
ruption ; it was on the other hand no less hurtful to 
society and impious to God to constrain a pair of 
human creatures, in the name of religion, to persevere 
in an association, that could not accomplish the 
highest purposes of matrimony, and debarred the 
ill-assorted couple from the serene and wholesome 
pleasures of Christian life. 

This was the view of the Anglican leaders, who 
had groimds for fearing that, if a moderate liberty of 
divorce were not allowed to married persons, the 
denial of the requisite freedom would result in general 
dissoluteness of manners. Bather than make trial of 
a condition of hfe from which there was no retreat, 
men and women would defy the censures of the 
Church, and form domestic alliances that had no 
religious sanction. To prevent this deplorable evil, 
and to provide as far as possible that an estate, in- 
stituted for the moral good no less than for the 
physical comfort of mankind, should not increase the 
wretchedness or strengthen the wicked propensities of 
wedded people, the Protestant divines and statesmen 
recommended that complete separation from the bond 
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of marriage should be withiu the reach of all persons 
who, for grave and weighty reasons, wished to with- 
draw from matrimony. By 2 and 3 Edward the Sixth, 
a 23, the legislature repealed that part of Henry the 
Eighth’s law which abolished the matrimonial im- 
p^iment of pre-contract. And probably the fear 
that this revival of a dangerous rule might result 
in a renewal of the old corrupt and peijsrious suits 
for nullification of marriage, quickened the reformers’ 
desire for a satisfactory settlement of the demands 
for a prudently limited liberty of divorce. 

Anyhow parliament took the matter in hand in 
the following year. By 3 and 4 Edward VI. c. 11, 
the Crown was empowered to appoint a commission 
of thirty-two persons, sixteen ecclesiastics and six- 
teen laymen, with authority to continue labours 
commenced in Henry the Eighth’s reign, and to pro- 
duce a complete code of ecclesiastical laws. It 
was provided that four of the sixteen ecclesiastical 
commissioners should be bishops, and that four of 
the sixteen lay-commissioners should be lawryers. 
The commission was duly appointed, and comprised 
the most learned divines and the soundest lawyers 
of the Protestant party. The manner in which it 
discharged its extremely difficult task deserves 
the warmest praise. Having carefully considered 
every matter referred to them for settlement, the 
commissioners intrusted their foremost ecclesiastical 
coadjutor to draw up their recommendations in 
& comprehensive and harmonious report ; and the 
work, which under these circumstances proceeded 
from Cranmer’s pen, was translated into Latin by 
those famous scholars. Sir John Cheke and Dr. 
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Haddon,* in a style to which Sir James Mackintosh 
rendered a just tribute of admiration, when he called 
it ' a happy imitation of the clear method and elegant 
brevity of the Roman jurists.’ Had Edward the 
Sixth’s life been prolonged, this report of a Royal 
Commission, appointed on parliamentary authority, 
a report which may be termed a complete code of 
ecclesiastical laws, would have become the law of the 
land. But the youthful sovereign dying ere it had 
received the royal assent, and one of Mary’s first acts 
being the repeal of the statute directing the appoint- 
ment of the commission, the scheme, which \mder 
happier circumstances would have passed into our 
laws, became nothing more than a highly interesting 
record of what the Protestant legislators wished to 
accomplish on divers matters of the highest moment 
The commissioners’ conclusions on matrimonial 
questions deserve particular attention. They com- 
mand respect as the deliberate and carefully ex- 
pressed sentiments of the wisest and most pious 
Protestants of their time and nation. A chief pur- 
pose of the commissioners, moreover, being to substi- 
tute an unobjectionable law of divorce for the abolished 
machinery of suits based and judgments delivered on 
fictitious pleas, their recommendations indicate the 
several kinds of miserable marriages which the 
ecclesiastical courts, whilst alleging fimciful or 
inadequate reasons for their action, had in reality 
dissolved on suflBcient grounds and for proper ends. 

* Vide ^Reformatio Legum Ecclesiasticanim, ex Autboritate 
primum Regis Henrici 8 inchoata ; deindo per Regem Edouar* 
dum 6, provecta, adauctaque in hunc modum, atque nuno ad 
pieniorem ipsarum reformationem in lucem edita.* 1671. 
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Wliilst ordering that all marriages of children 
performed without the consent of parents or guar- 
dians should be invalid, the commissioners accorded 
to children, whose reasonable settlement in matri- 
mony was hindered by the caprice and unkindness of 
their domestic rulers, the right of appealing to the 
ecdesiastical magistrate, who would correct the 
abuse of authority, and afford redress to its victims. 
Permitting persons of lawful marriageable years, in 
every degree and vocation of life, to enter the lines 
of matrimony, the framers of the code recommended 
aged women to forbear from marrying young men,* 
In accordance with the spirit of this injunction an 
affluent widow, approaching her sixtieth year, might 
wed a sober layman or grave ecclesiastic of her own 
term of life ; but she could not decently pledge her- 
self to honour and obey a harum-scarum yoimger 
son in his twentieth year. Marriages effected by 
violence and fear were to be invalid. It was decreed 
that spiritual affinity should be no impediment to 
matrimony. Doing away with the minor divorce, 
a mensd et thoro, commonly called judicial sepa- 
ration, the commissioners decided that the divorce 
a vinculo matrimonii should be the only kind of 
matrimonial severance known to English law, and 

* * Quoniam matrimonium legitimus et pius usus est, et tur- 
pitudinem multorum flagitiorum excludit, ilia quoties opus erit, 
modo rite fiant repeti posse volumus. Nec ullas personas cujus- 
cunque sint conditionis, ordinis aut setatis a nuptiis arcemus. 
Tamen Christianis foeminis quse grandes sunt^ et setate multuxu 
provectfie consilium damus, et illas etiam magnopere cohortamur, 
ne 86 yelint cum adolescentibus matrimonio conjungere, tumque 
liberos ex iUis habere non possunt, tumque in ilia levitate, magna 
sit et multiplex perversitas .' — Vide * ^formatio Legum Eccle- 
siasticarum,’ 
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that it should be granted in cases of extreme con* 
jugal faithlessness ; in cases of conjugal desertion or 
cruelty; in cases where a husband, not guilty of 
deserting his wife, had been for several years absent 
from her,* xmder circumstances which justified her 
in concluding that he was dead ; and in cases of such 
violent hatred as rendered it in the highest degree 
improbable that the husband and wife would survive 
their animosities and again love one another. But 
whilst allowing divorce in cases of irremediable 
antagonism between husband and wife, the ecclesi- 
astical legislators expressly enjoined that this great 
concession should not be extended to wedded 

* ' Divortium propter nimis longam conjugis abaentiam.— • 
Quando non aufiigerit conjunx, sed militiam aut mercaturara aut 
aliquam habet hujusmodi legitimam et honestam peregrinationis 
suae causam, et abfuerit diu domo, nec illius vel de vita vel quio* 
quam certo sciatur, largientur alteri conjugi judices (si quidem 
hoc ab illis requirat) biennii vel triennii spatium in quo mariti 
reditum expectet. Quo tempore toto si non revertatur, nec de 
vita possit illius aliquid esse explorati, cum diligentissim^ de ea 
fuerit interim perquisitum, alteri conjugi novas coucedi nuptias 
aequum est, cum hac tamen conditic ne prior ut maritus, si tandem 
se representet, uxor ilium rursus ad se recipiat, si quidem 
ostendere posse sua culpa factum non esse quod foras tarn diu 
peregrinatus sit ; tantam etiam et tarn longi temporis absentiam 
nisi plena magnaque cum ratione possit excusare, custodiam in 
perpetuam carceris dimittatur, nullum ad uxorem reditum habeat, 
et ilia secundis in nuptiis rite permaneat.’ — Vid>e * Reformatio 
Legum Ecclesiasticarum.’ Describing the extreme and incurable 
hatred which in their opinion rendered divorce advisable, the 
commissioners say, ‘ Inter conjuges si capitales intercedant ini- 
micitise tamque vehementer exarserint, ut alter alterum aut insidiis 
aut venenis appellat, aut aliqua vel aperta vi, vel occulta peste, 
vitam velit eripere, quamprimum tarn horrible crimen probatum 
fuerit, rite in juditio divortio volumus hujuscemodi personas 
distrahl ’ — Vide ^ Reformatio Legum Ecclesiasticarum.' 
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spouses 'whose quarrels, though frequent and dis- 
tressing, were neither incessant nor in the highest 
d^ree vehement. ‘ Parvse contentiones,’ they ob- 
served, ‘ nisi perpetuae sint, divortium non inducunt.’ 

Whilst granting divorce to marriages rendered 
odious by the perpetration of the gravest of all 
offences against conjugal morality, the Commissioners 
were careful to provide that no such marnage should 
be dissolved in which both parties were in that 
respect guilty. They also ordered that, on the disso- 
lution of any such marriage, t he innocent party alone 
should acquire the right to contract matrimony 
again. It is almost needless to say that the framers 
of the code ordered that no wedded person should 
presume to be the judge in his or her cause, and to 
leave his or her spouse, without the permission of an 
ecclesiastical tribunal. 

Some of their, minor ordinances on matters con- 
nected ■with matrimony are, also, curious if not im- 
portant. For instance, with masculine indifference 
to the many cases where nature would render it im- 
possible for mothers to obey the injimction, they 
ordered that Christian women should nourish their 
babes ■without the assistance of wet-nurses ; and 
they were at pains to declare that deaf and dumb 
persons were not precluded by their natural disabi- 
lities from marrying, because they could exchange 
the binding promises by signs.* 

Since the temptations to certain kinds of wicked- 
ness would be greatly diminished by the afore- 

* * Mutis ao surdis, qui mente consistimt matrimonium per- 
mittixnus, quouiam signis inter se voluntatem et consensum tes- 
tifioari poaaunt .’ — Vide ‘ Reformatio Legum Eoclesiasticarom.' 

TOL. U. Y 
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mentioiied liberal concessions of liberty of divorce, 
Edward the Sixth’s advisers were aU the more justi- 
fied in assigning extremely severe punishments to 
several heinous ofienders, whose abominable prac- 
tices have never been rightly dealt with by English 
law, excepting in the years of Puritan ascendancy in 
the seventeenth century. They ordered that the 
betrayer of a virgin should be excommunicated imtil 
he had married his victim, if it was in his power to 
wed her ; or until he had assigned to her a third of 
his property, or made some other sufficient arrange- 
ment for the support of her oflfepring, in case some 
insuperable legal impediment prevented him from 
marrying her. 

The Anglican reformers had no pity for the per- 
petrators of the most flagrant kind of conjugal wick- 
ednesa It was ordered that the husband convicted 
of breaking the seventh commandment (if a layman) 
should restore to his injured wife whatever posses- 
sions she had brought him, and also surrender to her 
one half of all his other property. He was, moreover, 
sentenced to exile or imprisonment for life. Con- 
victed of the same offence, the wife lost her dower 
and all interest in her husband’s property, and was 
consigned to life-long imprisonment or banishment. 
Even more stem towards clerical delinquents, they 
decreed that every priest or other clergyman, con- 
victed of the afore-named crime, or incest, or the 
immorality called in Latin ‘ scortatio,' should be 
punished with total deprivation of property and of 
power to hold an ecclesiastical benefice, and wifih 
coirsignment to perpetual exile or incarceration. If 
he had a wife or children, it was ordered that his 
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property should go to them; if he had none, his 
goods were to be given to the poor, or devoted to 
some other pious use. 

The code of the Commissioners, as we have 
already seen, never came into operation. But it may 
not be inferred that our law henceforth insisted rigidly 
on the indissolubility of wedlock. In the later years 
of Edward the Sixth’s reign, and again in Elizabeth’s 
time, from the commencement of her rule till the 
year 1602, it was held by our spiritual lawyers that 
an innocent person, separated by a decree of an 
ecclesiastical judge from a faithless partner, might 
re -many during the life of the latter. The 
case which occasioned this modification of the old 
and severe rule of the Church, was that of Parr, 
Marquis of Northampton, who, on being separated 
from his infamous wife, Amie Boucher, contracted 
a second marriage with Elizabeth Brooke, daughter 
of Lord Cobham. A commission of Protestant 
canonists had been appointed to deliberate on the 
Marquis’s case, and decide whether he could right- 
eously proceed to this second contract: but before 
they had given their answer, Elizabeth Brooke, 
yielding to her suitor’s impatience, had become 
Marchioness of Northampton. When it came, the 
tardily delivered judgment of the Commissioners con- 
firmed the marriage, and excused the lovers’ preci- 
pitancy. It declared the second union valid, because 
the former contract had been absolutely destroyed 
by Anne Boucher’s infidelity. The Act of Parlia- 
ment which adopted the Commissioners’ decision, 
was, indeed, repealed in Mary’s time ; but rmder 
Elizabeth that decision was deemed good law until 
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the 44th year of her reign, when Bancroft’s declar- 
ation of the law of the Church in Foljambe’s case 
restored the ancient state of things under whidi 
the ecclesiastical divorce, in cases of breach of the 
seventh commandment, was a mere judicial separa- 
tion a raensd et thoro, that accorded no liberty of 
re-marriage to either of the separated persons. 

The domestic trouble over which the readers of 
Mr. Tennyson’s beautiful ‘ Enoch Arden ’ have shed 
hot tears of compassionate sympathy, was an affair of 
frequent occurrence amongst our ancestors of the 
Elizabethan period, when a large proportion of our 
well-bom yoxmger sons embraced the merchant- 
adventurers’ honourable profession, and pursued for- 
tune by a way of life in which the daring often 
feiled, and none but the very brave and resolute 
could hope for succesa Leaving his wife and babes 
in England — in some bustling city or pictiiresque 
village, and under the guardianship of some near 
kinsman, say a merchant of London or Bristol, or an 
elder brother who had inherited the ancestral manor- 
house and acres — the merchant-adventxu-er crossed 
the vast Atlantic deep in his smart, sound, well- 
manned vessel, prepared for perils unknown to 
the seafarers of the present century. An explorer 
of unexamined shores, as well as a voyager to 
known settlements, be often worked his way round 
stormy, rock -bound headlands along which no 
English craft had ever before coasted He made 
his observations and his charts as he went, keej^g a 
sharp look-out for undiscovered or unappropriated 
islands, of which it would be well for him to take 
possession in his sovereign’s name. He carried his 
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life and honour in the ship that bore his sweetheart’s 
name, tuid though he would never surrender the one, 
he knew that the other might slip from him at any 
moment. A mutinous sailor might put a lump of 
lead into his head. He might perish in a fight with 
yelling Indians. In five minutes he might drive 
right upon the hidden reef that was destined to 
wreck his gallant boat. He might cross the 
Spaniard’s path, fight him gallantly, but in vain, 
and never again look at the white clifis of Old 
England until he had passed a score years in slavery. 
Or he might be thrown on a desert island, and not 
return to Bristol, or^London, or dear Lucy in the old 
home, xmtil he had grown a white-bearded veteran, 
and been mourned for as one dead and buried, under 
ground or under water, for a quarter of a century. 
It often happened that such an adventurer closed a 
long drama of romantic exploits and marvellous 
vicissitudes by arriving at his own house on English 
soil, to find it in the hands of his wife’s second 
husband. 

"When Raphe GoodchUde, ‘ of the parish of Bar- 
king, in Thames Street,’ after a long absence from 
home on his lawful business, returned in the first 
year of James the First’s reign to his proper abode, 
he found that his darling wife, Bessie, believing him 
to have died in foreign parts, had worn mourning for 
him, laid it aside, and become the wife of some Philip 
Bay. Instead of slinking off to the nearest public- 
house, and telling the landlady how badly he had 
been treated, Raphe Goodchilde crossed his threshold, 
had an explanation with Bessie, and, finding that he 
was still the ‘captain of her dreams,’ politely 
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requested Philip to move off. Like a sensible 
woman, Bessie begged her proper master’s pardon, 
and Baphe forgave her for her precipitancy towards 
Philip. Like prudent folk, also, that the world 
might know all it had need to know about the 
matter, Baphe and Bessie went through a ceremony 
of reconciliation at the church of St. Mary Magdalen, 
Bermondsey, Surrey; in the presence of William 
Steere, parson. Bichard Eyers, clerk, and Edward 
Coker, amicus conjugum, and a goodly congregation. 
At this ceremony, which was a kind of re-marriage, 
Baphe said aloud, ‘ Elizabeth, my beloved wife, I am 
right sorie that I have so long absented myself from 
thee, whereby thou shouldest be occasioned to take 
another man to be thy husband Therefore, I do 
now vowe and promise, in the sight of God and this 
company, to take thee again as mine owne ; and will 
not onUe forgive thee, but also dwell with thee, and 
do all other duties unto thee, as I promised at our 
marriage.’ Whereto Bessie answered, ‘Baphe, my 
beloved husband, I am righte sorie that I have in thy 
absence taken another man to be my husband ; but 
here, before God and this companie, I do renormce 
and forsake him, and do promise to keep mysealfe 
onely to thee during life, and to performe all the 
duties which I first promised to thee at dur marriage.’ 
After which Baphe and Bessie embraced and kissed 
one another, and went away with their friends to a 
merry dinner in Thames Street.* The record of this 

♦ The year of Raphe Goodchilde’s re-appearance was also the 
year in which James the First, with the advice and authority of 
his Parliament, made bigamy a capital felony. Mindful of an 
affair that had caused much excitement in general society, as well 
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pleasant reunion may be found in the parish register 
of St Mary Magdalen, Bermondsey. 

Had the Beformers’ ecclesiastical code become 
the iaw of the land, Elizabeth Goodchilde would not 

as in Elizabeth Goodchilde’s private circle, the legislature, whilst 
consigdng wilful bigamists to death, excepted from the operation 
of the new law all persons who committed bigamy under the cir- 
cumstajices of Mistress Goodchilde’s mistake. Provided always, 
that, ndther this Act, nor any thing therein contained, shall 
extend to any person or persons, whose husband or wife shall be 
continualy remaining beyond the seas by the space of seven years 
together, or whose husband or wife shall absent himself or herself, 
the one from the other, by the space of seven years together, in 
any partfc within His Majesty's dominions, the one of them not 
knowing ihe other to be living at the time .* — Vide 1 Jacob. L 
c. xi. ‘ An Act to restrain all persons from marriage until their 
former wires and former husbands be dead.* Bigamy is an old 
word, but its present use, to designate polygamy, is modem. In 
mediaeval England a male bigamist was a person who, after his 
first wife’s death, made a second marriage. The widower, who 
thus actec in defiance of the Church’s disapprobation of second 
marriages, was regarded as a dangerous libertine, if not as a 
positive criminal ; and in Edward the First’s time he was debarred 
frooi pleading benefit of clergy if he were convicted of a felony* 
Barringtcn says, ‘The Statute of Bigamy, 4 Edw. L a.d. 1276. 
The title of this statute hath no kind of relation to the greatest 
part of its contents. The fifth chapter takes away the benefit of 
cleigy from him who is a bigamist, or who hath married a second 
wife after the death of the first; as for polygamy, it hath not 
been made penal by any statute till the time of James the First. 
A canon of Pope Gregory the Tenth had taken away all clerical 
privileges from a bigamist, as the marrying of a second wife was 
considered by the Ecclesiastical Law to be proof of a most incon- 
tinent disposition; this regulation having been adopted in Eng- 
land, the clergy had a doubt whether a person, who had been 
guilty of this offence before the Canon Law took place, might 
claim the indulgence of the Common Law; this statute, therefore, 
retrospectively declares he shall not be entitled to such privil^;e,* 
— Viit Barrington ‘ On the mord Ancient Statutes.* 
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married again without the authorization of 
the ecdesiastical court When her husband’s long 
absence and silence had caused her to despair of ever 
seeing him again, and affection for Philip Bay had 
inspired her with desire for a second alliance, she 
would have laid her case before the judge of the 
consistory court On ascertaining that the circum- 
stances of her husband’s departure and absence 
justified her in believing herself a widow, the judge 
would have named a term of two or three years as a 
period of expectation, during which she would have 
continued to await her husband’s re-appearance, and 
would have renewed her endeavours to get tidings 
of him. On the expiration of the term, had she still 
had good grounds for thinking him dead, she would 
have obtained the judge’s permission to many Philip 
Ray on the understanding that, if her husband 
should eventually re-appear, and show himself not 
culpably accountable for his absence and silence, she 
would return to him, if he wished her to do so, and 
desert Philip. It was also provided by the drawers 
of the code that, if the husband of a woman thus 
authorized to marry again should re-appear after her 
second nuptials, and be unable to give a satisfactory 
account of his absence and reticence, she should not 
resume her former relation towards him, and he, losing 
all marital claim to her, should be imprisoned for life. 

The reader will be prepared to hear that Edward 
the Sixth’s Conunissioners believed themselves to 
have good scriptural justification for their apparent 
disregard of the limitation which our version of the 
Smptures assigns to liberty of divorce. Some of 
them were of opinion that the well-known limitation 
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■was applicable only to tbe Jews. CHb.ers of them held 
that the particular word, which is supposed to confine 
the privilege of matrimonial separation to marriages 
dishonoured by one grievous kind of conjugal faith- 
lessness, was harshly and erroneously rendered by 
our translators. The word might be taken to signify 
any serious defect of body. It might be construed 
as some serious mental or moral disability that 
rendered companionship with the victim of it highly 
offensive. Even by those who accepted our trans- 
lators' rendering of the word, it was urged that our 
Saviour’s answers on question of divorce were to be 
accommodated to other passages of Scripture, that 
expressly permitted divorce for other reasons besides 
tbe particular violation of the marriage vow. 

And on this important matter the Commissioners 
agreed with the most learned of the Protestant 
theologians. Martin Bucer maintained that the 
Scriptures not only authorized, but even enjoined the 
dissolution of every marriage in which the husband 
and wife did not ‘ love one another to the height of 
dearness,’ or in which the husband could not rightly 
govern and cherish the wife, or the wife was 
flagrantly disobedient and unprofitable to her lord, 
or in which either party ‘defrauded the other of 
conjugal benevolence.’ * According to this reverend 

* ^ The properties of a true and Christian marriage more dis- 
tinctly repeated. By which definition we may know that God 
esteems and reckons upon these four necessary properties to be 
in every true marriage : — 1. That they should live together, unless 
the calling of God require otherwise for a time. 2. That they 
should love one another to the height of dearness, and that in the 
Lord and in the community of true religion. 3. That the hus- 
band bear himself as the hesid and preserver of his wife, instructing 
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teacher, mere distaste for a 'wife, if it amounted to a 
repugnance which rendered him unable to love her 
thoroughly, justified a husband in putting her 
away. In defence of this startling doctrine, the 
professor adduced a passage of Malachi,* which he 
rendered in a way very difierent from that of our 
modem version of the Prophet As for the Saviovur’s 

to all godliness and integrity of life, and that the wife also be to 
her husband a help, according to her place, especially furdering 
him in the true worship of God, and next in all the occasions of 
civil life. And 4. That they defraud not each other of conjugal 
benevolence, as the Apostle commands (1 Cor. vii.). Hence it 
follows, according to the sentence of God, which all Christians 
ou^t to be raVd by, that between those who, either through ob- 
stinacy or helples inability, cannot or will not perform these 
repeated duties ; between these there can be no true matrimony, 
nor ought they to be counted man and wife.* — Vide Martin Bucer’s 
‘ Judgment touching Divorce,* addressed to Edward the Sixth.* 

♦ * In Mai. ii. 15, 16, is read the Lord*s command to put her 
away whom a man hates, in these words : Take heed to your 
spirit, and let none deal treacherously against the wife of his youth. 
If he haUj let him put away^ saith the Lord God of Israel. And 
he shall hide thy violence with this garment, that marries her 
divorc’t by thee, saith the Lord of Hosts ; but take heed to your 
spirit and do no injury.** By these testimonies of the Divine Law, 
we see that the Lord did not only permit^ hut also expressly and 
earnestly commanded his people, by w^hom he would that all 
holiness and faith of marriage covenant should be observed^ 
that he who could not induce his mind to love his wjfe 
with .a true conjugal love might dismiss her, that she might 
many to another.* — Vide Martin Bucer’s ^Judgment touching Di- 
vorce.* Bucer*s rendering ‘ If he hate, let him put away,* and 
another similar translation, ‘ If he hate her, put her away,* are 
strangely discordant with the words of our modem Bible, ^ There- 
fore take heed to your spirit, and let none deal treacherously 
against the wife of his youth. For the Lord, the God of Israel, 
saith that he hateth putting away : for one covereth violence with 
his garment, saith the Lord of Hosts : therefore take heed to your 
8{Hrit, that ye deal not treacherously.’ 
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alleged limitation of divorce to cases of a particular 
offence, the same theologian called attention to the 
passage in the seventh chapter of the first epistle 
to the Corinthians, which, treating of the unions of 
believers and misbelievers, ‘ grants just divorce and 
second marriage in the case of desertion.’ 

To Englishmen of the present day, accustomed to 
restraints that, because they were new-rather than 
because they were really cruel, appeared unendurable 
in Edward the Sixth’s time, Martin Bucer’s senti- 
ments and recommendations respecting divorce are 
startling and even horrifying. Reasonably jealous 
for the security of the matrimonial estate, and taught 
by our experience at home and our observation of 
social phenomena in other lands to recognize the 
beneficent operation of restrictions which bridle 
wanton desires, and constrain the partners of every 
wedlock to control their tendencies to irritability, 
and accommodate themselves to one another by the 
exercise of mutual forbearance and considerateness, 
we are dismayed and outraged by the theologian’s 
proposals. Whilst considering them we are apt to 
misjudge the party of whom the teacher was a chief 
spokesman, and even to attribute to it abominable 
designs on social order and familiar morals. It is 
certain that if any living English writer should 
urge us to overcome our prejudices, and accord to 
husbands the power of putting aside their wives 
for the reasons which Bucer thought justificatory of 
divorce, he would be silenced by one universal cry of 
abhorrence and disgrist rising fifom every well-or- 
dered home of the land. Those who should forbear 
to denounce him as a prodigy of wickedness would 
deride him as a madman. 
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CHAPTER XXIV. 

DISSOLUTION OP PARTNERSHIP IN RECENT TIMEB. 

By those who would know the men and manners of 
England in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 
it should, however, be home in mind that the re- 
formers’ sentiments were acceptable to a large pro- 
portion of the most virtuous and devout persons 
of those times. It is strange, but true and veiy 
noteworthy, that the pious Milton — the most po- 
pular of sacred poets, whose greatest work is found 
side by side with the Bible and manuals of religious 
exercise in every educated Englishwoman’s collection 
of choicest books — held opinions on marriage' and 
divorce that are now-a-days regarded as execrably 
atrocious. His four works* on divorce — published 
during his separation from Mary Powell — show that 
he not ordy agreed cordially with Martin Bucer’s 
conclusions, but went beyond him and the other 
reformers of King Edward’s day in his demands for 
perfect conjugal freedom. No hbertine, for the sake 

• Of these 'works, three were original compositions, and one 
was the poet’s edition of Martin Bucer’s ‘ Jud^ent touching Di* 
voroe.’ The arguments of Milton's ‘ Doctrine and Discipline of 
Divorce,' ‘ Tetrachordon,’ and ‘ Colasterion,’ should be. catefiiUy 
perused by every person who wishes to realiae the familiar life of 
onr seventeenth century aneestors with respect to the relations of 
tlie sexes. 
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of wickedness and gratification of low desire, ever 
demanded greater license in marriage than Milton in 
the name of religion demanded for Christian men, in 
order that they might find meet-helps, and escape the 
grieyances of imcongenial wedlock. That his sole aim 
was the attainment of domestic purity and happiness 
there can be no question ; but it is certain that the 
liberty, which he and men of similar i^hteousness 
would have used for good ends, the wicked would 
have abused for the worst purposea It is astound- 
ing that he could not see the revolting evils which 
would have flowed in upon society from a change of 
law allowing every man the liberty of repudiating 
his wife at his own pleasure, and on his mere re- 
ference to his own sense of the fitness of things. 

Nor may it be supposed that Milton’s recommen- 
dations of perfect license in divorce proceeded from 
irritation at his foolish little wife, and did not re- 
present his calmer judgments. It is true that his 
domestic trouble first turned his attention to the 
laws of marriage, and impelled him to publish his 
imqualified condemnation of them. But he was no 
man to allow his private annoyance and resentment 
to enslave his mtellect and deaden his conscience. 
What he wrote in his grief and solitariness concerning 
marriage, he adhered to after Mary Powell returned 
to his arms ; and it is known that to the close of his 
life he regarded with approbation the arguments of 
the ‘Doctrine and Discipline of Divorce’ and the 
* Tetrachordon.’ 

As for the alleged scriptural limitation of divorce, 
Milton, like some of Edward the Sixth’s reformers, 
insisted that the Sadpture sanctioned divorce, for a 
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wife’s want of mental pleasantness or personal grate- 
fulness^ by the very word which is supposed to 
render it the special punishment of the grossest 
infidelity.* The highest objects of marriage being 
the spiritual health and mental delight of manldnd, 
the poet maintained that a good man should with- 
draw from an alliance in which he could be neither 
contented nor virtuoua Wedlock, that failed to 
accomplish its finer purposes, was no true matrimony, 
‘ but a kind of animal and beastish meeting,’! in which 
no religious person should remain. Contrariety of 
temper was of all misfortimes the one most likely to 

♦ ‘ The cause of divorce mentioned in the law is translated 
some uncleannem, but in the Hebrews it sounds nakedness of 
ought, or any reall nakedness, which by all the learned inter* 
preters is referr’d to the mind as well as to the body .* — Vide 
Milton’s ‘ Doctrine and Discipline of Divorce.* 

+ * To remove, therefore, if it be possible, this great and sad 
oppression, which through the strictness of a literal interpreting 
hath invaded the dearest and most peaceable estate of househould 
society, to the overwhelming of many Christians better worth 
than to be so deserted of the Churches’ considerate care, the 
position shall be laid down, first proving, then answering what 
may be objected either from Scripture or light of reason. That 
indisposition, unfitness, or contrariety of mind, arising from a 
cause in nature unchangeable, hindring, and ever likely to hinder, 
the main benefits of conjugtUl society, which are solace and peace, 
is a greater reason of divorce .... I suppose it will be 
allowed us that marriage is a human society, and that all human 
society must proceed from the mind rather then the body, els it 
would be but a kind of animal or beastish meeting : if the mind, 
therefore, cannot have that due company by marriage that it 
may reasonably and humanly desire, that marriage can be no 
society, but a certain formality, or guilding over of little better 
than a brutish congresse, and so in very wisdome and purenesse 
to be dissolved .* — Vide Milton’s ‘ Doctrine and Discipline of 
Divorce.' 
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convert matrimony, that promised fairly at the 
outset, into a * brutish congresse,' from which the 
righteous should retire without delay. Few con- 
ditions of life were so fruitftd of misery and moral 
degradation as that of a man whose wife refused to 
bear herself towards him with proper submissiveness.* 
The husband who deserted such a wom^ did not 
seek his own earthly happiness so much as the joys 
of holy living. Instead of reflecting on Henry the 
Eighth's behaviour to Anne of Cleves with disappro- 
bation,! Milton cited the sovereign's insolent repudia- 
tion of that lady as an illustration of his regal wisdom 
and excellence. Marriage being a mere civil con- 
tract,! it was right and advisable to put an end to it 

* ‘ What an injury is it after wedlock not to be beloved, what 
to be slighted, what to be contended with in point of house-rule ; 
who shfdl be the head, not for any parity of wisdome, but out Of 
female pride. “ I suffer not/' saith St. Paul, the woman to 
usurp authority over the maa ”' — Vide ‘ Doctrine and Discipline 
of Divorce/ 

t ‘ Hence it is that the law forbidding divorce never attains to 
any good end of such prohibition, but rather multiplies evilL 
For if nature's resistlesse sway in love or hate be once compelled, 
it grows carelesse of itselfe, vitious, uselesse to friend, and spirit- 
lesse to the Commonwealth, which Moses rightly foresaw, and all 
wise lawgivers that ever knew man, what kind of creature he was. 
The parliament also, and clergy of England, were not ignorant of 
this, when they consented that Harry the 8th might put away his 
Queen Anne, of Cleve, whom he could not like after he had been 
wedded half-a-year.* — Vide ‘ Doctrine and Discipline of Divorce/ 

X ‘Now it is not natural that Hugh marries Beatrice, or 
Thomas Hebecca, being only a civill contract, and full of many 
chances ; but that these men seek them meet help-meets, that is 
only natural, and that they espouse them as such, that is only 
marriage. But if they find them neither fit helps, nor tolerable 
society, what thing more natural, more original, and first in 
amture than to depart from that which is irksome, grievous. 
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like any other mundane partnership, whenever to 
continue in it became highly inconvenient to the 
prinmpal partner. But, because it was well to put an 
end to unhappy marriages, it did not follow that they 
should be dissolved by formal decree of a law-court, 
and after a judicial inquiry for the causes of dis- 
content. The poet’s delicacy was shocked, his 
humanity outraged, by the bare suggestion that a 
woman, guilty of no worse offence than incapacity to 
please her lord and master, should be dragged into a 
court of justice, questioned openly respecting her 
short-comings, and then publicly degraded from the 
conjugal rank. 

He could not suffer that a mere private delin- 
quent should be treated like a jmblic criminal She 
should be repudiated in her husband’s parlour, not 
exhibited as a spectacle for gossips, and a creature to 
be badgered by ‘ hired masters of tongue-fence,’* and 

actively hateful, and injurious even to hostility, especially in a 
conjugal respect, wherein antipathies are invincible, and where 
the forc't abiding of the one, can l)ee no tnie good, no real 
comfort to the other! For if ho find no contentment from the 
other, how can he return it from himself, or no acceptance, how 
can hee mutually accept ? What more equal, more pious than to 
untie a civill knot for a natural enmity held by violence from 
parting, to dissolve an accidental conjunction of that man and 
woman for the most natural and most neccssaiy disagreement of 
meet from unmeet, guilty from guiltless, contrary from contrary/ 
— Vide Milton's ‘ Tetrachordon/ 

* ^ For ev'n the freedome and eminence of man’s creation 
gives him to be a law in this matter to himself, being the head of 
the other sex which was made for him, whom, therfore, though 
be ought not to injure, yet neither should he be forc’t to retain in 
society to his overthrow, nor to hear any judge therein above 
himself It being also an unseemly affront to the sequestr’d 
viuled modesty of that sex to have her unpleasingnesse and other 
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*fee’d g^esters.’ The repudiation should be the 
result of a strictly private trial, in which the hus- 
band discharged the function of prosecutor, fur- 
nished the evidence, and played the part of judge. 
It was declared preposterous, that the wife should 
have any right to appeal from his judgment to a 
higher tribunal, or that he should be required to 
submit his case to any human authority save him- 
self. It was enough that knowing his o-wn griev- 
ances, and the pain caused by his pinching shoe,* he 
shotild be at the same time his own and his wife’s 
judge. Milton did not close his eyes to the proba- 
bility that some husbands would abuse the authority 
he claimed for them, and repudiate unoffending 
wives in sheer w’antonness. But even in such cases 
he urged that liberty of divorce would be guilty of 
no injustice or injury to womankind. The injustice 
of a wicked repudiation would be not the law’s, but 
the man’s, injustice, for which he would have to 

concealments bandied np and down, and aggravated in open 
court by those hired masters of tongue-fence .* — ViJe * Doctrine 
and Discipline of Divorce.* 

• * It is true, an adulteresse cannot be sham'd enough by any 
publick proceeding; but tiiat woman, whose honour is not ap- 
peacht, is lease injured by a silent dismission, being otherwise not 
illiberally dealt with, then to endiu-e a clamorous debate of utter- 
less things in a businesse of that civLll secrecy and difficult dis- 
cerning, as not to be over-much questioned by neerest friends. 
Which drew that answer from the greatest and worthiest Roman 
of his time, Paulus Emilius, being demanded why ho would put 
away his wife for no visible reason, ^^This shoo,** said he, and held 
it out on his foot, ** is a neat shoo, a new shoo, and yet none of 
you know where it wTings me ;** much less by the unfamiliar cog- 
nisance of a fee*d gamester can such a private difference be 
examined, neither ought it ,* — Vide ‘ Doctrine and Discipline of 
Divorce.* 

VOL. n. Z 
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answer to the Almighty. As for the woman, he 
remarked naively, it could be scarcely said that the 
repudiation would injiu'e her, since it would free her 
from the dominion of an imjust man.* The law, which 
required her to live with the man who disliked her, 
was distinctly injurious to the wife ; but masculine 
liberty of divorce would benefit her. It is significant 
of Milton’s temper, and also of the spirit of his 
masculine contemporaries towards womankind, that, 
whilst he claimed liberty of divorce for his own sex, 
he was altogether silent about the corresponding 
right of wives to repudiate their husbands. The 
poet, whose Adam prayed the Ahiiighty to give him 
an equal-inferior for his companion in the happy 
garden, does not appear to have conceived it possible 
for a woman in her right mind to wish to put away 
her lord and master. 

In behalf of that canon law, which Bucer assailed 
with theological virulence and Milton attacked with 
scholarly ridicule, it may at least be said that its 
provisions were upon the whole enacted in favour of 
womankind ; and that, though in post-Reformation 
England it may have occasioned much miseiy to 


* ‘ The law can only apjoint the just and cquall conditions of 
divorce, and in to look how it is an injury to the divorc’t, which in 
truth it can be none, as a meer separation : for if she consent, 
wherin has the law to right her ? or consent not, then is it either 
just and so deserv’d ; or if unjust, such in all likelihood was the 
divorcer, and to part from an unjust man is a happinosse, and no 
injuiy to be lamented. But supf^ose it bo an injury, the law is 
not able to amend it, unles she think other than a miserable re* 
dress to return back from wlience she was cx^ielled, or but intreated 
to be gone, or else to live apart, still married without marriage, a 
marled widow .’ — Vide * Doctrine and Discipline of Divorce.’ 
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both sexes by denying to them escape &om various 
kinds of miserable wedlock, it put strong chains 
on masculine licentiousness, and afforded married 
women security from much abominable maltreat- 
ment that wicked husbands would have otherwise 
inflicted upon them. 

The old canon law, which insisted on the indis- 
solubility of tnie marriages, and afforded, even in 
cases of adultery, no larger divorce than the separa- 
tion a memd et thoro, having been revived at the 
dose of Elizabeth’s reign, our ancestors lived for 
several generations under a matrimonial law of im- 
exampled rigour and narrowmess. The gates of exit 
from true matrimony had all been closed, with the 
exception of death. Together with the artificial 
impediments to wedlock, the Reformation had demo- 
lished the machinery for annulling marriages on 
fictitious grounds. Henceforth no man could slip 
out of matrimoniid bondage by sweaiing that he was 
his wife’s distant cousin, or had loved her sister in 
his youth, or had before his maniage stood god- 
father to one of her near spiritual kindred. The law 
of pre-contract was revived ; but there had always 
been much difficulty in giving a sufficient appear- 
ance of honesty to a suit for nullification of marriage 
on a false plea of pre-contract ; and after the Refor- 
mation, when the whole system of fictitious pleadings 
and hypocritical judgments in matrimonial causes 
had been done awTiy with, the ecclesiastial judges 
lost and never regained their old cleverness in be- 
lieving what was incredible, and seeing what was not 
apparent. In the seventeenth century, therefore, 
the unhappy husband had excuses for immorality, 
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which the dissolute spouses of Catholic England 
could not plead in palliation of their oiSTencea This 
feet should be home in mind by the young student^ 
when he surveys and passes judgment on those 
evidences of the domestic immorality of England 
under the Stuarts, about which some of our recent 
historians have written so much and so warmly. The 
stringent marriage-law, which the Beformation had 
fixed upon society in spite of the indulgent inten- 
tions of the leading reformers, had a most prejudi- 
cial effect on household morals. The profligacy of 
Charles the Second’s court and town is far more 
referable to the restraints on divorce, than to the 
revolt against Cromwellian Puritanism. The tri- 
umphant revolt against the saints no doubt brought 
frivolous diversions and worldly pleasxires once again 
into fashion ; but had they had the same facilities of 
divorce and re-marriage which their forefathers en- 
joyed in Henry the Eighth’s London, the noisy gen- 
tlemen and ladies of the Merry Monarch’s galleries 
and antechambers would have broken the seventh 
commandment less frequently and shamelessly. 

To moderate the rigour of the law towards per- 
sons of rank and wealth, the legislatmre, acting on 
precedents that occurred in the revolutionaiy times 
of the sixteenth century, reluctantly adopted 'the 
practice of passing special acts for the relief of indi- 
vidiials who, themselves innocent of conjugal 
infidelity, demanded complete separation from their 
imworthy partners in matrimony. There ware 
obvious objections to this mode of dealing with a 
great social difficulty. Each enactment for the 
benefit of a single individual declared the injusrice of 
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the law, from which it excepted the particalar 
person. The procedure, which legalized in excep- 
tional cases that which was forbidden by the law, 
was an awkward and grossly partial expedient. It 
in fact accorded to the wealthy and powerful the 
privilege which the law injuriously withheld from 
the needy and obscure. The injustice _of the con- 
trivance was, however, less apparent to Englishmen 
of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries than it 
appeared to their descendants of the present gene- 
ration, who substituted for the clumsy and imequal 
indulgence a well-known process in a court of law. 
Tlie best defence of the obsolete contrivance for 
terminating unendurable marriages is that, without 
aggravating the wretchedness to which it yielded no 
remedy, it at least afforded relief to a few un- 
offending sufferers. 

Parliament had accorded liberty of re-marriage, 
during his first wife’s life, to Lord de Roos, when 
the Duke of Norfolk, in WUliam the Third’s time, 
petitioned the legislature for sunilar relief But 
even so gi’eat a personage experienced great 
difficulty in gaining the freedom that he desired. 
Twice had his Duchess defeated his application to 
Parliament, when he took the wise course of demon- 
strating her guilt in the Court of King’s Bench, by a 
suit that resulted in his favour. The lady's mis- 
conduct having been thus proved, Parliament, at the 
advice of Lord Chancellor Somers, granted fjie act 
of divorcement, which it had previously declined to 
give in the absence of satisfactory evidence of her 
guilt. Another famous affair of the same kind, which 
occurred at an earlier date of the same reign, was 
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tiie parliamentary petition for divorce of the Earl of 
Macclesfield, the story of whose wife's iniquity was 
told with generous fervour, but imperfect accuracy, 
by Samuel Johnson, in his memoir of her son, 
Bichard Savage. The Earl, it is needless to say, 
obtained his prayer; but two lords, Halifax and 
Rochester,* entered a protest on the books of the 
House of Peers against a decision which granted the 
complete divorce in a case, where no spiritual 
judge had previously separated the husband and 
wife. 

During the eighteenth century, parliament grew 
more and more indulgent towards the sufferers from 
imcongenial wedlock ; and acts of divorcememt, 
granted on the application of luckless husbands and 
waves, became more frequent No less than seventy 
suitors for parliamentary liberation from unsuitable 
matrimony obtained special acts in the first thirty- 
seven years of the present century. But barely 
fifteen years have passed since the institution of the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Court put an end 
to divorces by special enactment, and relieved 
English society of the shatueful imputation of 
denying to persons of humble estate the justice 
which it afforded to the affluent.t 

* ‘ Dissentient, — Because we conceive that this is the first bill 
of that nature that hath passed, when there was not a divorce first 
obtained in the Spiritual Court; which we look upon as an ill 
precedent, and may be of dangerous consequence in the future. — 
Haufaz ; Rochester.’— Vide Books of the House of Lords. 

t The flagrant injustice of the law in this respect was 
exhibited in all its grotesque barbarity by Judge Maide when, 
in an address to a poor prisoner in the dock, convicted of 
bigamy, he remarked with grave irony and solemn mockery. 
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It was predicted by moumfiil censors of the age 
that the establishment of the Divorce Court would 

* Prisoner, you have been convicted upon clear evidence ; you 
have intermarried with another woman, your lawful wife being 
still alive. You have committed the crime of bigamy. You tell 
me, and indeed the evidence has shown, that your first wife left 
her home and her young children to live in adultery with another 
man. You say this prosecution is an instrument of extortion on 
the part of the adulterer. Be it so. I am bound to tell you that 
these are circumstances which the law does not in your case take 
notice of. You had no right to take the law into your own hands. 
Eveiy Englishman is bound to know that when a wTong is done, 
the law, or perhaps I should rather say the constitution, affords a 
remedy. Now, listen to me, and I will tell you what you ought 
to have done. Immediately you heard of your wife’s adulteiy you 
should have gone to an attorney, and directed him to bring an 
action against the seducer of your wife. You should have pre- 
pared your evidence, instructed counsel, and proved the case in 
court; and recollect that it was imperative that you should re- 
cover, I do not mean actually obtain, substantial danitiges. Having 
proceeded thus far, you should have employed a proctor, and in- 
stituted a suit in tlie Ecclesiastical Courts for a divorce a inensd et 
thoro. Your case is a verj' clear one, and I doubt not you would 
have obtained your divorce. After this step your course was quite 
plain ; you had only to obtain a private Act of Parliament to dis- 
solve 3 ^our marriage. This you would get as a matter of course, 
on the payment of the proper fees and proof of the facts. You 
might then have lawfully married again. I perceive, prisoner, 
that you appear scarcely to understand what I am saying to you, 
but let me assure you that those steps are constantl}' taken by 
persons who are desirous to dissolve an unhappy marriage. It is 
true, for the wise man has said it, that a hated woman, w hen 
she marries, is a thing that the earth cannot bear,” and that a 
bad wdfe is to her husband as rottenness to his bones.” You, how- 
ever, must bear the great evil, or must adopt the remedy provided 
by the constitution of your countiy. 1 see you w^ould tell me that 
these proceedings would cost you £1000, and that all your small 
stock-in-trade is not worth £100. Perhaps it may be so. The 
law has nothing to say to that. If you had taken these proceed- 
ings you would have been free fix>m your present wife, and the 
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result in sucsh an exposure of the general wretched- 
ness of married people, as would strike society with 
consternation, and put an end to matrimony by de- 
termining our bachelors and spinsters to refrain from 
entering so corrupt and miserable an estate. The 
event has certainly failed to justify the prophets. 
Our young people are just as favourably disposed to 
matrimony as ever they were. And though the 
business of the new court has been neither in- 
considerable, nor devoid of cases that display the 
worst features of our domestic life, it must be con- 
ceded that the amount of wretchedness which it has 
brought to light is trivial in comparison with the 
felicity or common-place contentment of our millions 
of husbands and drives, who are never Ukely to 
appeal to it for redress, and who think so well of 
wedlock that they are chiefly desirous to see their 
ofispring suitably married. On contrasting the 
small proportion of our wedded couples, who aviul 
themselves now-a-days of their liberty of divorce, 
against the frequency with which marriages were 
nullified in feudal England, and against the evi- 
dences of conjugal disaffection and hatred in the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, no reader will 
conclude that matrimony is less fruitful of happiness 
now-a-days than in the former times of our history. 

woman whom you secondly married would have been a respectable 
matron. As you have not done so, you stand there a convicted 
culprit, and it is my duty to pass sentence upon you. You will be 
imprisoned for one day .’ — Vide ‘ Law Magazine.* 



345 


CHAPTER XXV. 

FAREWELL. 

The reader has surveyed the rise and progress of 
marriage in England from the period of violence, 
through the epoch of purchase, to the era of fasci- 
nation. He has seen how, in the days of matrimony 
by purchase, the purely civil institution was clothed 
with dramatic forms and pleasant ceremonies, some of 
which svu*vive to the present time. He has observed 
how the Chmch sanctified what had hitherto been 
an altogether secular arrangement ; and how, whilst 
substituting mutual consent for sordid acquisition, 
and providing for womankind’s secvuity against mas- 
culine oppression, she beautified with gracious rites 
the contract that she elevated to sacramental dignity. 
He has remarked how the nuptial festival was 
gradually relieved of pleasant usages which, though 
picturesque and innocent, became inconvenient to 
recent civilization and distasteful to modem refine- 
ment. In the course of his survey, he has also seen 
the bride raised from the condition of a favourite 
slave to that of an enslaved favourite ; and after 
watching her slow advance from qualified servitude 
to almost unqualified freedom, he beholds her at the 
present moment in the plenitude of her beauty and 
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goodness and mysterious strength. He has observed 
that, in proportion as woman ceased to be the slave, 
she becmue the perfect meet-help, of her conjugal 
partner; that freedom came to her, attended with 
virtues which never pertain to the bond- woman ; that 
her power of inspiring love increased with the decay 
of man’s right to demand from her a servile de- 
ference; that man never in old time worshipped 
her in the true and rightful sense of the word, so 
generously, and completely, and enthusiastically, as 
he does now, when she is no mere slave of his ca- 
price ; and that he never "was so perfectly her lord 
as now when he has ceased to flatter himself that 
he is her master. 

Of the life over which she reigns there is no need 
to utter a commendation. Marriage needs no eulo- 
gist or defender. Nature confounds its enemies and 
corrects its defamers by prompting the young, the 
hopeful, and the generous of both sexes to live in 
the ‘honourable estate’ which, the Prayer-book as- 
lures us, was ‘ instituted of God in the time of man’s 
innocency.’ 
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Ileniy' 1. concerning, i. 114 
Coverdale, Bishop, his reproof of 
the rude and licentious way in 
which marriages were celebrated 
in the time of Elizalwth, i. 235 
CumWrland, Henry Frederick, 
duke of (brother of George III.), 
his im*gular marriage, ii. 240 
Customs, old, origin and vitality of, 
i. 2; supposed origin of many 
still used in the celebration of 
matrimony, i. 21 

Cuthbert, tfie Bev. Robert, a Fleet 
parson, the equestrian taste of, ii. 
154 

T\.VT'BING, a Cumberland, col- 
^ lection for the bride at, i. 
221, n. 

Davis, Sir John, joke against wo- 
man and marriage from a play 
by, i. 352; presentment of a 
model wife, by, ii. 23 ; contention 
of a wife, widow, and spinster 
represented by, ii. ^ 
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Dedes^ Lord, his early marriapie, 
and the oonaecmeDoeB of it, i. 

Divorce, Master Henry Smith on, 
ii. 294 ; prevalence amon^ 

Britons and Anglo-Saxons of, ith. ; 
effect of marriage by purchase 
on, ii. 295 ; Howell Dha's decree 
respecting, ii. 290 j reason of our 
ijamorance of the irregular prac- 
tice^ in former times, of, ii. 21)9- 
803 ; ingenuity of the Church in 
facilitating, ii. 30fl; major and 
minor forms of, ; traffic of the 
eleventh century in, ii. 309 ; extract 
from an old poem on the purchase 
of, ii. 310, n. ; viewsof the Anglican 
leaders in the lime of Edward VI. 
on, ii. 310 ; decision of Edward 
respecting, ii. 319: nviiiar- 
riage after, ii. 323 ; jiistihciition 
of Edw'ard Vl.’s commissioners 
for apparent disregard of the 
limitation ascribed bv Scripture 
to the lilierty of, ii. 3&^ ; Martin 
Bucer s view's on, ii. 329 ; Milton 
on the liberty of, ii. Sil2 ; Milton’s j 
objection to decrees in law^-courts 
of, ii. 330; immorality arising 
fnim restraints on the lllierty of, 
ii. 3.3t) ; special acts for the relief 
of individuals by, ii. ii4() ; p^rstnis • 
to whom Parliament granted re- ! 
lease by, ii. 341 ; number of | 
cases in which Parliament, in the 
eighteenth centuiy, granted re- 
lease from marriage by, ii. .‘142; 
Judge Maule's ironical remarks 
on prii*ate legislation with re- 
spect to it, ib, n. 

Divorce and Matrimonial Causes 
Courts, the institution of, ii. .’142 ; 
falsitication of the gloomy pre- 
dictions made on the establish- 
ment of, ii. 343 

Dower, the bride's, advantage of 
the public declaration of, i. 54 ; 
Blaclcstone on changes in the 
doctrine of, i. 50, n. ; moans by | 
which higb-bom damsels wero 
in former times pro\'idod with, 
i. 215, 217 

Dow-purse, the, an old custom 
of Northumberland and North 
Wales, i. 180 j Chambers’ ac- 


count of the ceremony in pre- 
sent^, i. 187, n. 

Downing, Sir George, Bart., his 
early marriage and the misfor- 
tunes arising from it, L 282 

Dumb, the, marriages of, ii. 91 

■pDINBURGH, Canongate par- 
sons and marriages at, ii. ^5; 
marriage of Lord George Len- 
nox, in 1759, at, ii. 200 

Edward VI., appointment of a 
commission to produce a com- 
plete code of ecclesiastical law, 
by, u. 317 

Eleonora, ninth daughter of Ed- 
ward I., her espou^ at an early 
^e, i. 70, n. 

Elizabeth, the Princess, daughter 
of James I., her espousal to the 
Palatine Frederic, i. 72; tax 
ordered for the marriage of, 

i. 215 

Elizabeth, Queen, nuptial feasts in 
the time of, i. 233 ; her repug- 
nance to clerical marriages, ii. 53 ; 
Macaulay 8 error respecting an 
injunction on clerical mamages 
issued by, ii. 04 ; marriages of 
Catholics in the time of, ii. 107 

Elliott, Rev. Adam, incumbent of 
St. James's, the suspension of, 

ii. 120 

Elopement in high life, iL 178; to 
Man or Guernsey, iL 203; to 
Scotland, ii. 205 

England, attachment to ancient 
usages of the people of, i. 1 ; 
Bishop Coverdale's reproof of 
the rude and licentious way in 
which marriages were celebrated 
in, i. 235; a bridal procession 
{ and banc^uet in the seventeenth 
j century m, i. 237 ; position of 
bachelors and spinsters in me- 
times in, ii. 7 ; artificial 
restraints on matrimony in, ii. 
30 ; feminine life in the middle 
ages in, ii. 33; possibility of 
the issue of a Fleet marria^ 
once coming to the tliroue of, li. 
245; true causes of the prc^ 
fligacy, under the Stuarts, of, ii. 
340 

Enoch Arden, Tennyson's, a fre* 
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quent occurrcoioe arnon^ our an- 
cestors illustrated by, ii. 324 

Espousals, emblematic si^fuification 
of the ring given on, x. 7 ; frau- 
dulent marria^ fac^tated 
among the Anglo-Saxons by, i. 
40; meaning of the term, and 
its ancient ^stinction from ma- 
trimony, i. 60 ; Mr. Henir Swin- 
burne on the various kinds of, 
i. 61 ; difference between the <U 
I and de fiUuro forms of, 
i, 62 ; ancient * ceremony of, i. 
65 ; mystic kiss given at, ib, n. ; 
drinking customs at, i. 66 ; Shak- 
sperian illustration of, i, 67 ; pre- 
servation of the form for the 
celebration of, i. 68 ; place for the 
solemnization of, i. 60 ; children 
of tender years engaged by, i. 
70; apology for those of chil- 
dren, 1 . 71*; interval at which 
marriage was celebrated irfter, i. 
72 ; changes of opinion respect- 
ing lomr engagements founded 
on, i. 76; rarity of records of 
the public celebration of, i. 74 ; 
the only formally registered 
public contract of,*i. 75; usual 
time of marriage, in the thir- 
teenth century, ^ter, ih . ; use of 
the ring in, i. 77 ; dumb persons 
contracted by, i. 79 ; Henry 
Swinburne on the acceptance of 
a ring as the symbol of, i, 80; 
causes of the cessation of the 
public solemnization of, i. 81 ; 
unfortunate consequences in old 
times of, i. ^2; writers of the 
sixteenth century on, n . ; bad 
conseauences of the course of 
the Church with respect to, i. 
84 

Ethelbert, laws on marriage pro- 
mulgated among the Anglo- 
Saxons bv, i. 36 

Eton schoolbov, a clergyman com- 
mitted for the illegal "celebration 
of the marriage of, ii. 178 

Evelyn, John, primitive ceremony 
witnessed at a wedding dinner 
by, i. 204 


TJ'EUDALISM, domestic influ- 
^ ence and action of, i. 304; 


rights over feudatories* daughters 
claimed by their lords under, 
j female practiticniers of xna* 
dicine in the times of, ii. 41 
fielding, Beau, record of the first 
marriage of, ii. 139 
Fitzgerald, Katherine, the Church 
and sode^ scandalized by, 
Flecknoe, imchard, squib against 
lay marriages by, ii 74 
Fleet, the, private and expeditious 
marriages in, ii. 115; prisoners 
for debt in, ii. 122 ; life in the 
rules and liberties of, ii 123; 
income of the warden of, ii. 124; 
works illustrative of life in, ii. 
125, n. ; the collegians of, ii. 
125 ; report on the ri^atment of 
prisoners in, ii 127, n. ; solem- 
nization of matrimony in, iil2d; 
clergymen, marrying houses, and 
taveni-keepers of, li. 133; mar- 
rying houses of, ii. 140 ; touters 
of, ii. 142 ; account of some of 
the humours of, ii. 143; Ho- 
garthian picture of a marriage 
scene in, ii. 144; picture of a 
nuptial party in a tavern of, ii 
146; con^ual uproar in, ii 177 
Fleet Marriages, members of the 
aristocracy united by, ii. 174, n, ; 
flagrant scandals arising from, ii. 
174; the false registers of, ii. 
175 ; distinguished upholders of, 
ii. lJ^2; royal princes united by, 
ii.234 

Fleet Parsons, pursuit of their call- 
ing by, ii. 133; represented in 
other "parts of London, ii. 135 ; 
descrmtion, from Richardson*s 
‘ Sir Charles Grandison,' of, i5. n. ; 
a noted specimen of, iL 144 j fees 
in the time of George 11. paid to, 
ii. 140 ; number in London of, 
tb. n. ; the marriage certificates 
given by, ii. 150; portraits of 
some of "the chief representatiTes 
of, ii. 151, ft My , ; failure of pro- 
secutions against, ii. 160 ; Act of 
William 111. a great satisfaction 
to, ii. 170; ille^ acts commit- 
ted by, ii. 174 ; account by a 
writer in the ‘ Grub Street Jour- 
nal* of the doings of, iL 176, n. ; 
a bad specimen of, ii. 190 ; proof 
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of ftrong public feeling in favour 
of, ii, 

Fortune-hunter, a, mistake made 
by, ii. 90 

Foeter-lean, origin and meaning of, 

i. 40. 

Fox, He^ (Lord Holland), his 
opposition to Lord Hardwicke’s 
Marriage Bill, ii. 182 ; his popu- 
larity, li 187 

French cooks, their introduction 
to England, and what we owe to 
them^ 206 

Fuller, ^omas, D.D., the last ser- 
mon preached by, i. 204 

i^ARTER, Order of the, Poly- 
dore Virgil’s story of the 
origin ofr i. 198 

Gavnam, Dr., a noted Fleet parson. 

ii. 161 

George I., his claim to regulate the 
education of the Prince of Wales, 
ii 251 

George HI., celebration of his wed- 
ding-di^ by the ladies of Glou- 
cester, n. 90. 

Gifts, presentation to brides of, 
i. 210 ; exaction, in feudal Eng- 
land, of, i. 212; relics of the 
bestowal at baptisms of, i. 213, n. 

Gemmal, Giramal, or Oeminal, 
ring, form and significance of, i. 
102 the nurpose for which 
devised, i. IcU 

Gimmal, illustration of the use of 
the term in the time of Elisabeth, 
i. 162 

Gloucester, William Henry, duke 
of, the romantic marriage of, ii. 
2^; unfortunate result of the 
precautions taken to conceal the 
union of. ii. 238 ; ingenious solu- 
tion of the difficulties of, iL 242 ; 
unhappy consequences of the 
mam^ of, ii. 247 

Qoodchild, Mr. (the Industrious 
Apprentice), Hogyrth’s picture of 
the marriage of, i. 255, 258, n. 

€k>odchilde, l^phe, story of his re- 
union to his 'vme, ii. SQ5 

(Gordon, George, an old soldier, the 
^ Blacksmith * of Gretna, ii. 209 ; 
his official costume at weddings, 
!i.210 

VOL. IL 


Gh^etna Green, elopements to, ii. 
207; popular error respecting the 

5 arsons at, ii 208 ; Scott, Gk)mon, 
oe Paisley, and other * couplers ’ 
of, ii. 209 ; get-up of the parsons 
of, ii. 210 : scheme for the safety 
of the bridegrooms hastening to, 
ii. 212 ; fees paid to the * couplers ’ 
at, ii. 213; enactment a^inst 
irregular marriages at, ii. 214; 
rudeness of the marriages at, ii. 
232 

Grierson, Rev. John, a bad spe- 
cimen of a Fleet parson, ii. 
199; celebrated theatrical wed- 
ding solemnized by, ii. 200; his 
sentence and deat£, ii. 201 ; his 
successors at the Saroy, ii. 202 
Grbelda, the story of, ii. 11; 
historic significance of the tale 
of, ii. 17 

Groomsmen, the duties of, i. 196 ; 
official perquisites of, 198 ; bridal 
favours for, i. lt>9 
Guernsey, irregular marriages at, 
ii. 204 ; elopement of a Graves- 
end heiress to, th. ; disagreeable 
recollections of the voyage to, 
ii. 205 


TT ACKETT, Bishop, his supposed 
loss of priestly honour by 
marriage, it 58 

Hall, Bishop, hb marriage, to Miss 
Winniff of Bretenham, ii. 58 
Hamilton, the Duke of, mistake 


caused by Horace Walpole’s ac- 
count of the marriage of, ii. 173 
Hardwicke, Lord, his Marriage 
Bill, ii. 181 ; execrable policy of 
his assailants, ii. 183; his in- 


dignation at the liberties taken 


with his measure iL 186; his 


unpopularity, ii. 187. Sm also 
Marria^ Bill. 

Hardy, Nathanael, MJl, quaint 
remarks from a sermon to a 


bridal congregation by, i. 269 
Haussoullier, Lewis Jo^ Marie, a 
handsome French Jew, mistime 
made in fortune-hunting by, ii. 
90 

Heiresses, the abduction of, iL 217 ; 
statutes of Henry and of 

Philip and Maxy, against the 


AA 
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abduction of ^ ii. 218 ; benefit of 
clei^ pleaded bv those gruiltv of 
carmng off, iL 220; Quetm 
Elizabeth’s amended law against 
the captors of, iL 221 ; dan^'r of 
abettors in the abduction of, *b , ; 
law of Geoiye IV. for the pn>- 
tection of, ii. 222 ; scene friuu 
Bichardson, illustrative of the 
abduction of, ib,: Defoe on the 
arts used to trepan, ii. 224, n . ; 
remarkable case of the abduction 
of, ii. 22o 

Henn’ A’ II I., judgment of his sub- 
jwts on his conduct to Catharine 
of .Arragon, ii. 1 ; conduct of 
Catharine with respt*ct tci her 
divtJTce from, ii. .‘IDV. beneficial 
effect of a statute enactwl bv, ii. 
31o; Milton on the rt*pudiation 
of Amie of Cleves by, ii, 

Herbert, George, the inarriaire of, 
ii. ♦50; remark.^ on the piisition 
^of a clerjn nian s wife by, li, TiO 
Herrick, linos in honour <»f Sir 
Clipseby Carews bride by, i. 

Houevmoon, the, Sir John Lul>- j 
bocV.H %iew respf'Cting the origin 
of, i. 22; recent origin of the 
privacy of, i. 2*^ ; origin of trips 
during, ii. 27.1 ; their extent 
during the two first df*cades of 
the present centuiy, ii. 274; 
hote‘l.s in the Isle of AVight for 
h)ver8 during, ii. 27*5 
Hooker, Kichard, Mrs. Church- 
mans selection of a bride for, 
u. m 

Horton, the Ihm. Anne, tlie Duke 
of Cumberland 8 marriage to, 
ii. 241 

Household, the feudal, i. 121 
Husbands, authoritv exercised in 
feudal times by, ii. 1 ; authority, 
in the re^ of IClizabeth, of, 
ii. 19 ; Milton on the authority 
of, ii. 21 ; anecdote ill imt rati ve 
of the restraints in which wives 
were held by. ii. 22; responsi- 
bility of, ii. 48 ; position in mo- 
dem England of, ii. 45 > ; timely 
lesson in good manners to one, 
ii. 9o ; re-marriage of wives after 
the long absence of, ii. 327 ; dis- 


cipline exercised by, Marital 
Discipline 

TXFANTS, the espousals of, i. 70 ; 
viewy's of our ancestors on the 
marriages of, i. 278 ; opinion of 
the Church respecting the union 
of, i. 279 ; the prayt‘rs and bene- 
dictions of the (’hutch on the 
marriage-s of, ih, : historical illus- 
tration of the disadvantages of 
matrimony in the case of, i. 281 ; 
l.Kird llardwdcke’s bill no remedy 
for the enforo^d marriages or, 

i. 284 

Infants, inarriiigtMible, power of 
parents and guardians in the dis- 
of, i. Lewis John 

x'ives’ counsf'l to, i. .305; lan- 
guage of divines of the sixteenth 
century with r«»gard to the au- 
thoritv of parents and guardians 
over, i. 

Irelainl, of marriage by cap- 
tuK* in, i. 25) 

TAMES I., royal maniage-tax 

^ ordered by, i. 21*5 

Jeux d'esprit : matrimonial thought 
by Iloswell. ii. 285); ('elia’s retort 
to a nn erend dean, ii. 290 ; epi- 
gram by tin* ( btrman p»>et Dessi*r, 

ii. 25)1 ; a German epitaph on a 
scoMing woman, io, ; epitaph 
.**ugire.HttKl for Madame Sever, A.; 
a widows a<iditi<m to her late 
husband’s epitaph, ii. 292; epi- 
tapli by a p\Tt)technist’s widow, 
ii. 25)3* 

JohniMjn, Dr. Samuel, his opinion 
cm marital gox eniment, i. ; 
judgments pronounced on dis- 
cipline bv, li. 2/8 ; marriage ad- 
vocated by, ii. 279; his relations 
with his ow'ii ‘Tetty/ ii. 280; 

B monts on women and wed- 
pronoiiiiced by, ii. 281 ; 
opinion on love and the elective 
affinities expressed by, ii. 283; 
on imprudent matches made by 
women, ii. 285 ; bn conjugal in- 
fidelity, ii. 280; standard of 
morahty in the time of, ii. 287 ; 
on the marriage service, ii. 289 ; 
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Terses of Boswell’s approved bv, 
ii. 200 

Johnston, Sir John, hanged for 
jwwisiing in the abduction of an 
heiress, ii. 221. 

Judicitd separation, or the minor 
divorce, ii. JlOti 


T^EITII, the Rev. Alexander, of 
Mayfair New Clmpd, one 
4»f his advertisiMnents, i. 4^»;the 


favourite iiToguhir parson of th<? 
West <*nd, ii. 1»V^ ; his C4mt4*st 
with the Rector of St. (reorges, 
Hanover S<|iuire, ii. loJt; his 
curious advertiscoiieiits, ii. KU); 


pamphlet agaiiust Ix)r<l Hard- 
wiokt‘V Marriago Bill l»y, ii. 
Kelly, Edward, the tistrologist, in- 
creiiible ston' told of. i. 221) 
Kilkenny, remarkable fight for a 
bride in, i. 21) 


King's Iknich Prison, private and 
exp«vlitioiLs mamuges in, ii. 1 lo 
Knight-service, Blacksttun* on an 
iinjxirtant obligation of tenure 
by, i. 214, n. 


T .\INrf. David, a OiNdna Oreen 
parstui, ii, 211 ; his curhuis 
testimony (ui an iinp»rtaut trial 
at IvonciLster, ii. 212 
l.*ando, the Jtev, .John, a Fleet 
parson, liis advertiMunent, ii. 1*>4 
Laud, Andibishop, suppression t»f 
clandi'stine luanijiges in the 
Tower of London by, ii. 11(» 
Law, civil, nnule of computing 
degrt‘e.H of con.snnguinitv bv, i. 

no, u. 

Lay-marriages, current fs'venteenth- 
century pleasant ri«*.s n*sp*cting, 
ii. 7d; measures taken, on the 
lt4*.«toration, for the le^ralization 

of, ii. 75. 

Lemnius, I^vinus, the sage of 
Zealand, astonishing facta from 
his ‘ De Occult is Aatinw Mira- 
culis,’ i. 157 : his explanation of 
the phrase * under the rose,’ 
i. lOl, Ji, ; his remarks on w'ed- 
ding-presents juade of rush-pith, 
i. 2Bh w. ; on the irascibility of 
women, ii. (5 

Lent, partial opposition to the ce- 


lebration of marriages in, i. 287 ; 
old saving respectiug, i. 21)2 

Licenses, special, i. J,33; persons 
t4) whom they were granted, i. 
1 54 ; their use recently discoun- 
tenanced, i. 1.35 ; antiquity of, 

i. 1.3d; marriages of the aristo- 
cracy in the time of Charles II. 
and Queen Anne, by, ii. 112; 
gro\vth of the dislike to, and ef- 
fect of the taxes on, ii. 1.31 

Life assurance, origin of, ii. (w; Dr. 
Asslieton s On'S other schemes of, 

ii. 8d 

Lincoln's Inn Chapel, marriages 
celebrated, in tlie eighteenth cen- 
tury, ill, ii. 15)); lawlessness of 
marriages celebrated in, ii. 1.37 ; 

I carious records of marriages in 
ii. 

I Loire the baki'r. and his wife, mock 
marriage of, i. 253. ?i. 

I London, luamages. in the time of 

I (’harles II., of the citizens’ 
daughters of, ii. lOl), 112 

Love-tokeD.«, high value set on, 

i. 7d 

Love's vein inmrt amon)*), i. 140 

■ Lovers, runaway, the Isle of Man 
chi.'-ed to, ii. 205 ; diirht to 
(fUt*rnsey of. ii. 204; Scothmd 
resorted to bv, ii. 20-'5 ; united at 
Kdiuburgli, W (’aimngate par- 
sons. i'5. : (rretna Green the last 
choKMi resort of, ii. 2tW 

Lyndlmi-st, L>rd, his Marriage Act, 

ii. 2<>4 ; objects effected by, ii. 

; 2t>5, n. 

1 

i TV rACArLAY, Ixird, correction 
of an historical eri\»r of, 
ii. r4 

Maccle>field, the Earl of, liberty of 
ilivorce granted by Parliament 
to, ii. .*141 

Malthas, ’rbomas R., a lady's re- 
mai'k on the death of, ii. 7’^; in- 
consistent judgmtmt pronounced 
on the opinions of, id . ; preaching 
and practice of the deiamers of, 
ii. 70 

Marital Discipline, old laws re- 
specting the administrati<m of, 
i. 517; inriuence of medueval 
chivaln' on, i. 318 ; spurious 
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anecdote of William the Con- 

S ueror’a exercise of, i. 819 ; 

iracton^s description of the con- 
dition of wives in the thirteenth 
century under, i. 320 ; the com- 
mon and cml law on, ih , ; anec- 
dotes and pithy sayings respect- 
““ “ i. 821 ; filac^tone on the 
old law of, ib, n. ; Chaucers 
story of the * Wife of Bath*8 ’ re- 
bellion against, i. 322 ; proverbs 
on the exercise of, tb, n , ; femi- 
nine approval of the occasional 
severity of, i. 323 ; illustration of 
the advantages of the stick as 
an instrument of, i. 324; story 
from the ^Heptameron* illustra- 
tive of, i. 329 ; opposition of the 
cleigy in the st'venteenth ctm- 
tury to the violence of, i. 321> ; 
claim of the lower orders for the 
ancient privileges of, i. .‘13(5 ; l>e- 
foes picture of a shop-keeper 
who exercisc*d the old nghts of, 
tb, n. ; extract from a * 1 Halogue 
between two Young I^adies* on, 
i. 3;37 ; Sir Richard Steele and 
Dr. Johnson s opinions reswjct- 
ing. i. 33S ; effect on the * wife 
of Bath* of an extreme form of, 
i. n. ; Bishop Thomas’ curi- 
ous system of, i. .340; light in 
which women were rt*garded as 
the subjects of, ib , ; reckless use 
of the tongue a blamable form 
of, i. 341 

Marriage, the English law of, i. 4 ; 
view of the Puritans resjiecting, 
i. 5 ; dissatisfaction produced by 
Lord Hardwickes Act relating 
to, i. 35 ; origin of the view 
which regards it merely as a 
civil contract, i. 44 ; law respect- 
ing contract between children 
with a view to, i. 73; civil 
ceremony of, i. 88 ; sacramental 
benediction of, i. 94 ; sacerdotal 
kiss at the celebration of, i. 07 ; 
care of the Church to ^ard 
apunst the clandestine celebra- 
tion of, i. 99, n. ; order of the 
Synod of "Westminster respecting 
the solemnization of, i. 100; 
ecclesiastical restraints on the 
freedom of, i. 108 ; inconsistent 


ecclesiastical restriction on, i. 
109 ; ties of affinity produced, 
even when spurious, l^y, »&. ; 
"VVTieatley’s erroneous rexn^ on 
some of the restrictions on, n.; 
insecurity, through the law of 
pre-contracts, of, i. 113 ; inse- 
curity in the sixteenth century 
of, ir 1 14 ; secret sin a ground 
for the annulment of, i. 110 ; 
spiritual relationship an obstacle 
to, i. 1 17 ; object of the Church 
in enforcing restrictions on, i. 
120; remission of ecclesiastical 
restrictions on, i. 122 ; growth 
of corrupt practices with the 
remissitm of restrictions on, i. 
123 ; irregularities produced by 
the license to break promises or, 
i. 124; renvoi of the ancient 
laws respecting pre-contracts of, 
i. 127 ; entries in parochial regis- 
ters reconling dissolutions of 
engagements for, ib. ; Wheatley 
on contracts of, i. 128; excep- 
tions fonnerly taken by meddlers 
to, i. 125); pi'oclaraation in the 
market-place of the banns of, i. 
1.30; licenses for the celebration 
of, i. 1.3.3; preference, in recent 
times, for the public solemniza- 
tion of, i. 135; exemption from 
the law frir the public celebration 
of, i. 1.3(5 ; traces of Roman forms 
in the old English law of, i. 200; 
obsolete syral^lic usages in the 
celebration of, i. 201 ; preserva- 
tion, in certain districts, of the 
primitive usages of, i. 202 ; small 
rectangular buns used in the 
ceremony of, i. 204; eleemosy- 
naiy^ celebration of, i. 222 ; offi^ 
of the JkK)k of Common Prayer 
for the celebration of, i. 262 ; a 
sennon as the regular part of the 
cer»»moiiy of, i. ^54 ; quaint illus- 
trations from old st^rmons of 
the state of, i. 267 ; Nathanael 
Hardy s original apology for, i. 
270; Jeremy Taylor on the ioya 
and perils of, i. 273 ; illustrations 
from an old sermon of the views 
of Diogenes on, i. 276 ; opinions 
of our forefathers on early <5on- 
tracts of, i. 277 ; the legal age 
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for, i. 278 ; certain periods for- 
bididen for the contraction of,L 
285 ; abolition at the Heforma- 
tion of restrictions on, i. 286; 
old almanacs on the ]^ods for 
the contraction of^ tb » ; subse- 
quent partial submission to the 
restrictions on, i. 287 ; day for 
the celebration of, i. 288 ; danger 
of transgressing the canonical 
hours for the celebration of, i. 
298 ; three ancient Roman forms 
for the solemnization of, i. 300 ; 
power of feudal lords over the 
bestowal of their vassals* daugh- 
ters in, i. 304 ; opposition of the 
Homan Catholic Church to the 
interference of feudal lords in, i. 
308 ; satire against mercenary 
contracts of, i. 309 ; curious an- 
nouncements in the ‘ Gentle- 
man's Magazine* of, i. 310; an- 
nouncement in Scotch pa|>er8 of, 

i. 311 ; curious advantage con- 
ferred on women in former times 
by, i. 341 ; law of the Common- 
wealth n*spec*iug, ii. 07 ; old 
certificate of, ii. tW, n. ; tax of 
William III. on, ii. 84: asso- 
ciations of insurance against, ii. 
86; celebration by signs of, ii. 
91 ; curious mode of escaping a 
legal consequence of, ii. \)'J ; sub- 
stitution of one lady for another 
in, ii. 94; union of ptjrsi»iis of 
the same sex in, ii. 98 ; amiplex 
relationships produced by, ii. 
101 ; contraction in old age of. 

ii. 102 ; Enjflish law, before Lora 
Ilardwicke s measure, of, ii. 104 ; 
decree of the Council of Trent 
on, ii. 105; irregular contracts 
in feudal times of, ii. 106 ; 
secret celebration in the time of 
Elizabeth of, ii. 107 ; economy 
in the solemnization of, ii. 108 ; 
M. Misson on the middle-class 
celebrations in the seventeenth 
century of, ii. 109 ; aristocratic 
celebration of, ii. 112 ; chapels 
disqualified by act of George II. 
for the performance of, ii. 187,«.; 
measures for the suppression of 
the uncanonical celebration of, 
iL 107; imperfection cf WUliaiu 


m/s act for the regulation o^ %b , ; 
stories of ladies trepanned into, 
ii. 176, n.; ancient and modem 
laws for the civil celebration of. 
ii. 215 ; death-blow to the old dTii 
law of, ii. 216 ; celebration with a 
deceased wife*a sister of, ii. 258 ; 
power of the Church in Catholic 
England over, ii. 261 ; ecclesias' 
tied nullification of, ii. 263 
Blackstone on canonical disabi- 
lities affecting, ii. 204, n , ; illus- 
trations from an old novel of the 
proceedings at, ii. 267 ; account 
from * The Levellers* of an old 
custom at, ii. 274, n. ; private 
arrangements for the dissolution 
of, ii. 303 ; view of the Anglican 
leaders in the time of Edward VI. 
on, ii. 315 ; modification of the 
law of Edw’ard VI. and Eliza- 
beth respecting the mdissolu 
bilitv of, ii. 323 ; old canon law 
on tlie indissolubility of, ii. 338 
effects of the stringent law o 
the Refonuation on, ii. 339 
general viewtrf the ground passec 
over in treating of, ii, 345 
Marriage Bill, Lord IlardwickeV 
the immediate cause of, ii. 181 
bitter opposition to, ii. 182 ; ex 
ecrable ^licv of Uie oppi^nent 
of, ii. 183 ; the main pui'pose of 
ii. 184 ; a retort of Fox respect 
ing, ii. I8tt ; vehement agitatioi 
caused among the people by, ii 
187 ; the n*quirements of, ib, 
Scotland exempted from thi 
operation of, ii, 188 ; benefits ani 
wrongs of, ii. 189; legislatioi 
subsequent to, ii. 190; results o 
the exemption of the royal famih 
from the (operation of, ii. 234 
Horace Walpole’s virulent op 
position to. ii. 249 
Marriage Bill, royal, misrepresent- 
ation of George lU.’s coudiic; 
respiting, ii, 250; the niirpose 
of, ii. 253 ; improbability of 
Queen Victoria’s abusing the 
power conferred by, ii. tb , ; enact- 
ments of, ii. 255, II.; unjusti- 
fiable outciy^ against, ii. 267 
Marriage, clandestine, aristocratic 
celebrations in times cf Charles II, 
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and Queen Anne of, ii. 112; 
Loudon churches in which ce- 
lebrated, ii. 117; emoluments 
arising from, ii. 1 U> ; inability of 
the Church to prevent, ii, 121 ; 
increase of the number of, ii. 
12t> ; validity, thouj^h irre^mlai*, 
of, ii. KiO ;* decline, in certain 
chapels, in the number of, ii. 
131 ; demand for ct>nvenient 
places for the cidebration <if, ii. 
132; curious n^ticeiice of spouses 
united by, ii. 1.‘1S; results of the 
first mea.siu*e for the suppression 
of. ii. I<i7 ; act of William III. 
apiiust, ii. IGi^ ; leap in the dark 
taken by jrovcmment a^iinst, ii. 
Id* : Quetui Anne’s act apiinst, 
ii, 171 ; pMier.il p-owth of the 
practice i»f, ii. 173: several cast*s 
of, ii. 17(5, n. ; M. Mi.sson on the 
inconp’uous uiiion>ceii*l>nile4l bv, 
ii. 170, «. } severe law apiiust, li. 
iss 

Marria 2 ’tM?lul >8 in the n‘iim of 
William 111., ii. cunnin^rap- 
propriathm of the funds of, li. 
87 ; adverth^ment from Lmdou 
newspapers relatinir to, ih. n. 

Marriajsre bv capture, i. 12 ; suffer- 
ing «)f Teutonic women by, i. 
1.3: as practis*Ml in Australia, 
L 13i ; by the Aii;rlo-Saxous, i. 17 ; 
traces of the wide e.xisteuce in 
the past and present of, i. 10; 
the An;rlc»-8a\i»u father’s view 
of, i. 20; advauta^res claimed 
for, i. 21 ; 8up|K>sed symbolism, 
in our inoaerii matrimonial 
usa^res of, t'A. ; a curious symbol 
of, 1. 22 ; the purchase of wives 
a consequence of, i. 24 ; the 
great detect of, th , ; trac<‘s aim mg 
our Celtic countrymen of, i. 2rt ; 
illustrations from Ljrd KaiueH 
of, i. 30; tenacity with wrhich 
the Anglo-»Saxons clung to, i. 35; 
display of the later Anglo-Saxons 
in the’ceremony of, L 40 ; parody 
in modem weddings of, i. 1 m 4 ; 
the dow-purse a ivlic of, i. 187 ; 
annulment in modem times of 
a marriage by, ii. 221 

Marriage by purchase, Anglo-Saxon 
rules for, i. 7 ; considerations on 


the reasonableness of, i. 33 ; 
dissatisfaction of the Anglo- 
Saxons on the introduction of, 
i. 35; law of Ethelbert regula- 
ting the practice of, i. 30; 
fraudulent dealings of unprin- 
cipled fathers in the agreements 
for, i. circurastances facili- 
tating fraud in the transactions 
for, i. 40; pnuitice in Elizabethan 
l^Kindon of, i. 310 

Marriagi* with a Deceased Wife’s 
Sister, ii. 258 ; illogical inference 
res|K"Ctiug the law against, ii. 
25‘,) ; in what circumstances 
illegal, ii. 200; erroneous lan- 
guagfj of the dii*ecU>rs of public 
opinion on, ib . ; Ixird Lyndhursl s 
act on, ii. 2t>4 

Marriage-licenses, sptjciol, Simon 
Mepham’s allusion at an early 
prnal to, i. l.kS ; the Archbishop 
of C’anterhury empowered to 
grant, i. 1.37 

Marriages, Hoytil, question of the 
reigning sovendim s prerogative 
concerning, ii. 251 

Marriage-tax, royal, WTit issued by 
James 1. for payment of, i. 215 ; 
rates, during tue reign of William 
III., of, ii. 84 

Marrv'ing Houses, records of the 
keepers of, ii. ; vaiious signs 
of, li. 140; the louters for, ii. 141 

Marriageable infants, powrer of pa- 
rents and guiutlians in the ois- 
posal of, i. .‘i02 

Martin’s, St., in-the-Fields, note- 
worthy publication of banns fnim 
the regi.ster» of, ii. 72 

Matrimony, interL^t of ancient 
usages in the celebration of, i. 
4 ; antiquity of the cenmioniea 
conntHJled with, i. 5 ; symbolism 
in tht* customs of, i. 23; part 
assigned in old times to the 
father of the bride in the solem- 
nization of, i. 24; secular and 
spiritual views respecting, i. 44 ; 
brat Celebration in church of, i. 
48, 71.; the father’s part in a 
Danish celebration of, i. 53; 
distinction of espousals from, i. 
00 ; Papal and archiepiscopal 
orders for the celebration of, L 
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90 ; relutiona made by, i. 100 \ Milton, John, remarks on marital 
ancient li(jman forms of, i. 200 ; authority by, ii. 18 ; bis startling 

change made by the English views on the freedom of divorce, 

Keforniem in the Uturgic fonu ii. 332 

of, i. 2H() ; proverbial lore of old Money, change of feeHng on the 
times regarding, i. 343 ; artificial acceptance of presents in, i. 218 ; 
restraints in feudal times on, ii. effects of the dearth of, on matri- 
30 ; ceremony, according to the mony in England, ii. 31 
‘ Directory for Public Worship,’ More, Sir Thomas, the marriage 
of, ii. 70 ; c«dehration, under the of, ii. 04 

Comimmwealth, of a double cere- Mottram, Rev. John, a noted Fleet 

monv of, ii. 71; ceremony, ac- chaplain, ii. l/>3. 

cording to the Ikwk r>f Conuuun Mund, as exercised by Anglo-Saxon 

Praver, of, ii. 73; application of | guardians, i. : “ 

prudential restraints on, ii. 7^< ; en- Music, bridal, i. 232 

courageraents, in eighteenth c«‘n- 

turv, to, ii. HO; singular mistake E WCOMBE, John, the 

in seeking fortune by, ii. 00 ; the wealthy clothier of Newbuiy% 

celebration in prisons of, ii. 113; how his spouse was led to church 

the (’hurch doctrine of the in- by, i. 1 h3, w. 

dissolubility of, ii. 307 ; rt‘al and Newgate-Market butchers, a po- 
spuri(ms forms t>f, ih. ; judicial pular doctor’s wedding cele- 

nullifi(*atiou of, ii. 308 ; action of orated by, i. 230 

clerical courts, under the Tudors, Norfolk, the Duke of, application 
with n*sjiect to, ii. 310; statute to Parliament for liberty of 

of Henry VIII. on, ii. 313 ; con- divorce by, ii. 341 

elusions ‘of ICdward VI. s Com- Northampton, Parr, Marquis of, 
mission on questions relating to, the severe law of the Church 

ii. 31 h ; three curious ordin- 'with respect to second marriages 

auc«4« on matters connected with, modified by the case of, ii. 323 

ii. .321 Noidhumberland, Edward Chick- 

Marrowbone - and - cleaver clubs, en’s poem descriptive of a col- 

celebmlion of clandestine unions Hers wedding, last century, in, 

by, ii. 112 i. 184, n. 

Maule, Judge, his ironical remarks 

on the law of divorce by private ^RDER of the Garter, Polydore 
enactment, ii. 342, n. Viigils story of the origin of. 

May, object i(»n t4> marriage in the i. 198 

month of. i. 291 ; popular saying Oxonian, an, droll anecdote of, ii. 
respecting weddings in, i. 25t2; 24 

lucKY days for raorria^ in, lA. ; 

poetical illustrations of its con- T>AISLEY, Joe, the *01d Black- 
^uiality to lovers, i. 293: ob- smith’ of Gretna, ii. 209 ; his 

lections in certain pi^ts of Scot- marriage certificates, ii. 21 1 
land to marriages in, i. 294 Paran^Tuphs, Je'wish, Seldens ob- 

Medical women in feudal times, serv'ations on, L 23, «. 

ii. 41; position, in Charles Il.’s Parents’ authority over girls, in 
London, of, ii. 42 : the episcopal the Middle Ages, of, i. 25 ; re- 
licenses granted to, ii. 4^1; fees sponsibilities in modem England 

paid for licenses by, ii. 44 ; illus- of, i. 32 ; their moi*e pleasant 

tration from * Tristmm Shandy ’ position in the patriarchs period 

of the position of, ii. 45 of our history, i. 33 ; justice of 

Merchant, a London, extraordinair the demand for compensation for 

fraud committed by the 'wife of, the loss of a daughter made in 

ii. 100 former times by, i, 34 ; expect- 
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ation of obodienoe to the matri- 
nionial projects formed by, i. 
803 ; the power, in Anglo-»b[:on 
timee, of, tb , ; their authority 
restrained, in the middle ages, 
by the rights of the feudal lord, 
i/d04; John Lewis Vives’ ad- 
Tice to young ladies on submis- 
sion to, i. S05; Martin Bucer 
and the divines of the sixteenth 
century on the authority of, i. 
806 ; illustrations from Shak- 
Bpeare of resistance to the autho- 
rity of, i. 315; rebellion of girls, 
in feudal times, against the power 
of, i. 316 

Parliament (Barebones*) regulation 
of the ceremony of marriage by, 
ii. 60 

Parry, Mr. Charles, bis curious 
illukration of how an offer of 
marriage might be made, i. 79 
Paston, Anne, independent selec- 
tion of a husband by, i. 316 
Paston Letters, illustrations of the 
spirit of many feudal lovers to 
be‘ found in, i* 71, n, 

Penn, Sir William, the Pepyses 
displeased by the poor ceremon- 
ial of his daughter's marriage, 
i. 255 ; ii. !(>.» 

Pins, ancient superstition resp^ect- 
ing those used at a marriage 
toilet, i. 105 

Poore, Kichard, Bishop of Salis- 
bury, the use of ntBli-rings for- 
bidden by, i. 142 

Porter, Miss, the actress, her irre- 
gular marriage, ii. 200 
Precedents, huw formed, L 2 
Pre-contracts, marriages rendered 
invalid by, i. 113; ecclesiastical 
law with respect to, i. 114 ; 
Heniy MU-’s law for the aboli- 
tion of, ib, n. ; abuse of the law 
of, i. 115; abolition of Henry 
Vin.’8 laws on, i. 124 ; ii. 317 
Prisons, matrimony in, ii. 115 
Proverbial lore : on feminine beauty, 
L 345 ; on the duties of married 
women, i 340 ; on feminine craft 
and dissimulation, L 347 ; on the 
fickleness and hesitancy of wo- 
mankind, i. 348; on the petul- 
ance and pasdonateness of wo- 


men, L 349} against marriage 
and woman, i» 351 ; on the cost 
and extravagance of wives, L 
353; counsel to lovers in, 
on the conseq^uences of matri- 
mony, i. 356 ; in favour of wed- 
lock" and women, i. 358; on 
brides and their ways, i. 359 ; on 
good husbands, i. 361 

Q uintain, tilting at the, a fa^ 
vourite national sport in Eng^ 
land, i. 243 

“pELATIONSIIIPS, complex, re- 
suiting from marriages, ii. 101 
llevnolds, Walter, Archbishop of 
Canterbury, the constitution of, 
i. 100; period for the celebra- 
tion of marriage ordered by, i. 
208 

King, the marriage, repudiated by 
the Piuitans, i. 5 ; erroneous 
riew of the symlH»lL*4m of, L 22 ; 
interchange, as lovtM4»kens, of, 
i. 7(>; illustrathms from Chaucer 
and Shakspoare of the use of, 
i. 77, n. ; danger attending the 
acceptance in certain circum- 
stances of, i. 79 ; homage rend- 
ered in feudal England to, i. 
1H7; the blessing or consecration 
of, i, 89; the pn>per hand for, 
i. 91 

Bing-finger, the, doubts w^spcting, 
i. 92; whimsical anatomical 
fancy relating to, i. 93 ; on winch 
hand ? i. 152 ; repn*s<‘ntation8 in 
old paintinp of, i. 153 ; reasons 
for the choice of, i. 140. w., 154; 
strange whim of ladit‘s of the 
Gcjorgian era r<»specting, i. 154 ; 
old writers on the mysterious 
c<mnexioo between it and the 
heart, i. 156; astonishing facts 
recorded by LsE^vinus Lemnius 
respecting, *i. 157 

llosemary, ihe spiritual virtues of, 
i, UK) 

Roses, decoration of bridal cham- 
bers with^ i. 191 

Rough music at weddings, the mar- 
rowbone-and^leaver department 
of, i. 258; still occasioui^y heard 
in the City, i. 270 
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OANDERSON, Joan. See An- 
^ deroon. 

Savoy, Chapel, the attrac- 

tion of tlie ^ condenmed Bemons’ 
in, ii. 193; illegal marriages 
celebrated 194; Dr. Willan- 
wn’s escape from, ii. 196 
Scissors, a compamtively modem 
superstition respecting, i. 217 
Scotland, irreguJar ma.Tiag^ in, 
ii. 205 ; civil msiriagas in,ii. 215 
Seeker, Rev. William, sermon on a 
* Wedding-ring fit for the Finger,’ 
by, i 271, 

Seduction, Anglo-Saxon law with 
respect to, i. 41 ; inconsistency 
of our law in dealing with, i. 43 
Selden, on the ring-finger, i. 152, 
If. ; on the nerve believed to con- 
nect the heart and ring-finger, i. 
155, If. ; on the practice of crown- 
ing brides, i. Ktt) ; on the origin 
of English bride-cakes, i. 200 
Sermons, wedding. See Wedding 
Sermons. 

Servants, domestic, masters pre- 
siding, in the sixteenth century, 
at the nimdal banquets of, i. 227 
Sheridan, Richard lirinsley, witty 
reply of his son to, i. 302 
Shoe, the symbolic use among the 
Anglo-Saxons of, i. 20 ; symbol- 
ism among the Jews of, i. 27 ; 
penal use of , i. 28 
Si^, espousals, or contracts of 
marriage, by, i. 71 
Slipper, the, throwing of, whence 
derived, i. 9; old ciistom com- 
memorated by, L 22, 24 ; allu- 
sion in the ‘Boulster Lecture’ 
to the symbolic use of, i. 20, w. 
Smith, M^ter Heniy, quaint illus- 
trations of matrimonial duties 
from a sermon by, i. 207 ; re- 
marks on divorce by, ii. 294, n. 
Smithfield marriages, dialogue from 
the ‘Levellers^ illustrative of, 
i 309; the spirit of, i. 310; 
scene from Shakspeare illustra- 
tive of, i. 312; jokes of the 
seventeenth century re8pectin|r, 
ii. 73 ; Richard Flecknoea squib 
on, ii. 74 

Somerset, the proud Duke of, anec- 
dote of, iL 22 


^Sophi^’ panmhlaL ^Womim not 
inferior to by, ii. 35 
Spinsters, the number, in medissval 
and modem Europe, of, ii. 26 ; 
difference between those of for- 
mer and of present times, ii. 32 ; 
exemption irom taxation, under 
William m. of, ii 86 
Spouse, the mediaeval, condition of 
the engaged ^1 of the present 
compared with that of, i. BO 
Spurgeon, Mr., description of wife 
and children by, i. 353 
Steele, Sir Richilm, on the use of 
the stick in correcting wives, 
i. 338 

Stick, the, free use in England, in 
former times, of, i. 341 
Stocking, the, thro'wdng of , L 249 ; 

use at royal weddings of, i. 260 
Stratford, John, Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, the constitution of, i 
102 

Stuart, Elizabeth, costume worn 
on her marriage to the Palatine 
by, i. 176, 181 

Stukon, Sir William, marriage 
agreement made by his father 
for, i. 70 

Suckling, Sir John, scene depicted 
in the ballad on a Weddi^ by, 
i. 246 

Sy mson, Peter, a noted Fleet parson, 
"the card of, ii. 162 
Swinburne, his remarks on the 
marriage-ring, and the choice of 
the fin^ for it, i. 140, n. 


■PAYLOR, Jeremy, on the joja 
^ and perils of matrimony, i. 
273; picture of a hen-pei^ed 
huslMnd by. i. 275 
rea-gardens, cnapels for the celebra- 
tion of marria^ in, ii. 147 
rhomas, Bishop, liis curious method 
of managing wives, i. 340 
roken-money, used by lovers as 
witnesses of their compact, i. 

nrk 


Tower, the, celebration of marriage 
in, ii. 116 

Townshend, Charles, Lord Hard- 
wicke’s Marriage-bill opposed by, 
ii. 183 

Trent, Council of, decree limiting 



362 


INDEX. 


the relationship? occasioned by 
baptism issued by, i. 119 
Tudor, Marjraret, sister of IIenr>^ 
Mil., pleas on which the nulli- 
ficatiou of two inaniapss were 
obtained by, i. 109; costume 
worn at her marriage by, i. 17t» 
Turner, Miss, her abduction by 
Edward Gibbim AVakeiield, ii. 22o 

the Eose, Lfcvinus 
^ Leiunius on the ori^n and 
meanin'T of the expression, i. 191 

l^EIL, the use, as an article of 
^ bridal attire, of, i. 177, 179 
Vernon, Mr. a priestly bairpipt^r 
commemorated l)v. i. 2o(» 

Venion, Mr. actor, driven from the 
stage for his testiiiitiny against 
a lawlev< parson, ii. 201 
Vives, J«»hii Ia wLs. his c<mnsel to 
young ladies, i. .‘>0.') ; on the dis- 
cipline of their b^elings by 
women, ii. ^ ; model for a wife 
recommended by, ii. 18 

WAKEFIELT), Edward Gil>- 
* ^ Ix^n, his trial for the abduc- 
tion of an heire‘«s, ii. 212 ; curious 
examination <»f a ^Wtness at the 
trial of, ii.2ld, n. : hbtmy t)f the 
abduction of MLss Turner bv, 
ii. 22-i 

AValdauve. Clara, of Bruges, 
commended Ijv Vives as a model 
for ladinji, ji. 

Waldegrave, the Countess- Dow- 
ager of, romantic marriage of, ii. ; 
2.*14; unhappy cons^Kpieuces of 
the marriage of, ii. 247 
Walpole, Horace, characteristic 
contradiction of, i. 179 j sensible 
wedding of hi« niece, i. 1 h 9 ; 
remarks on the endoii\’ing purs<* , 
by, i. 187, n . ; family reasons for ’ 
tfie defence of irregular matri- 
mony by, ii. 174, n. ; Ixird j 
Hardwicke's Marriage-bill op- : 
pos«*fl by, ii. 183; a mistake by \ 
Lord Dover in bis edition <if i 
the letters of, ii. BX), n. ; his 
bitter language respecting Ixird ; 
Ilardwicke's Mamage-bill, ii. i 
191 ; vanity on the marriage of ^ 


his niece to a royal duke dis- 
pUived by, ii. 24«3 ; letter on the 
luamago >yritteu to Horace Mann 
by, ii. 24<k n. ; his snobbish 
delight at hie nitKJt» s exaltation, 
ii. 208 

Wales, traces of marriage by cap- 
ture in, i. 242 

Wai'd of Chancery, a, irregular 
marriage of, ii. 180 

Wed. origin and significance of the 
word. i. t» 

Weddings, race fortlu* festal house 
after, i. 24o ; mu.sic fi)r the c^de- 
brathm of, i. 2-i2; curious old 
modt‘ of enforcing the reinem- 
branci* of, i. 2o3 ; Hogjvrtli s illus- 
tration of the drummer’s rh'niiU 
after, i.2-50 ; disorderly revidlings 
in the time of Kli/.abeth at, i. 
20.‘1 : lucky and unluckv days and 
immths for, i. 2*'*'> ; ballad on the 
day for the celebration of, i. 289; 
ndiiHpiishment t>f Sunday as a 
c»mv»‘nieut dav for. i. 2t*l ; preju- 
diet* apiinst May as an milucky' 
month for.///.: droll l»eliefs in 
Sc(*tland resj>ectiiig fort unate and 
unfortunate days for, i. 2? >4 ; 
iiiodt-m doggerel on bu*ky and 
unlucky davs for, i. 2tto ; hours 
for the ceft*brat ion t)f, i. 21H>; 
inconvenituu'c of the canonical 
hours for the solemnization of, i. 

probable changt' «*f hours 
for, i. .*{9l ; a singular ct*lel>rat ion, 
at L'iccMer, of, ii. 9l 

Wedding-ring, the, sujs*rstitious 
r<»gard for, i. (thjections of 
the Puritans Ut, ih.; the material 
of, i. strange sul/strtutes 

for, i. 141 ; metal of which 
genemlly made, i. 143; various 
fashions and ornaments of, ib , ; 
the old writers of posie.s for, i. 
144; r<»c/)rds of royal s)M*cimens 
of, ///.?!.; sentimental, abr urd, and 
punning mott<H*s for, i. 14o ; bow 
simplicity Isjcame the badge of, 
i. 147 ; snnbolic significalitm of, 
i. 148; Wheatley on the origin 
of, i. 149; superstitions still 
current respecting, i. 190; in- 
dication of r(?spt*ct, in the time 
of the Puritans, for, i. 271 
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Weddinp, royal, annals of, i. 50; 
splenaour under the Planta;<e- 
nets of, ; monkish illustra- 
tions of, i. 51 ; aiTangeraents for 
blessing the bed at, i. 248, n ; 
use of the stocking and cup at, 
i. 250 

Wedding-sermons, ordained by the 
Reformers, i. 202 ; I’eceived with 
great satisfaction, i. 2(».*) ; time for 
the deliveiy of, i. 2r4 ; psalm 
chanted in honour of the bride, 
after, i. 2f)5 ; amusement and 
edification furnished by the 
perusal of, i. 2<W}; specimens, 
from Master H(*nr}' Smitli, (»f, i. 
2(>7 ; frc)in Xalluina/d Hardy, i. 
2<{0 from William StK'ker, i. 
271 Sir J<>hn Rirkenheiurs 
charge against those pr(*at*hed 
by di\dnes of the Common- 
wt*alth, Hk 

Wedlock, stories illustrative of the 
eccentricities of, ii. 01, et scy. 

Wheatley, ivason for the choice of 
the ring-finger giv(*n bv, i. 154, w. 

Whitsuntide, marrying in Ijondon, 
in the eighteenth centurA', in, 
i . 204 

Widowhood, <»iTgin of the pivjudice 
against ^ridows marrying in the 
til's! year of, i. K 

Widows, prop«*r costume at their 
wKJond marriage for, i. 

Wife-ljf*Hters, opinion of the gmitle- 
men of KlizatKnhun England on, 
i. 52t» ; ohlt»quy thrown by the 
clergy in the s»*venteenth cen- 
tury on, ih.\ extracts from an 
Kli/.al>etlian homily on, i. .‘VKh w. ; 
Henry Smith and .len»my Taylor 
on, i. .‘k’il ; Dr. (bigiVs spet'ch, 
at Oxford, on the rights of, i. ; 
Mr. William Heale's *Apolop" 
for Women’ against, Hb* ?i. ; Mr, 
Moses A Vaut/.s defence of the 
rights and privil(‘ges of, i. 334 ; 
Opinion at tin* dost* of the seven- 
teenth century t»n the rights 
exercised by, i. .’k‘i7 

Wife-selling, causes of, ii. 304 

Wwnore, Rev. Daniel, a noted 
l^teet parson, ii. 153 

Williams, Lord Keeper, anecdote 
of, ii. 50 


'Wilkinson, Dr. John, sketch of his 
history, ii. 192 ; curiosity to hear 
the^condemned sermons ’preached 
by, ii. lf)3 ; celebration of illegal 
weddings hy, ii. 104; considerate 
conduct of Government to, ii. 
lf)5 ; his escape from the Royal 
Chapel, Savoy, ii. 190; a curate 
employed by, ii. 107 ; the trial 
and stmtence of, ii. 107 ; Tate 
Wilkinson on the character and 
fate of, ii. I OK 

William tht* Conqueror, spurious 
anecdote of,T. 310 

Willow, to wear the, origin and 
significance of the expression, 

i. l73, w. 

Wills, fniuds with, ii. 08, et seq. 

Wives, Diojnmes on the least ob- 
jectionable kind of, i. 270; pro- 
verbial lore on the duties of, i. 
340; exemplar for. ii. 18; anec- 
dote on the choice of, ii. 23; 
Sir .John Davis* poetical present- 
ment of a model for. ; law re- 
specting the propt^rly of, ii. 40* ; 
frauds attempted or executed by, 

ii. OK : the sale and interchange of, 
ii. 21*7 ; cases of tlie transference 
of. ii. 300: folk-law regarding 
tlie sale of. ii. 304 ; recent sales 
of. ii. .‘KV*) : tin* priests, in medi- 
leval Enirlxind the protectors of, 

ih. ; question reurarding the re- 
marriage of. ii. 327 

Wolstoneei-aft, Maiy', her vindica- 
tion of the rights of women, 

ii. 37 

Women, their claim to be their 
o'wn mistresses, i. 24 : condition, 
among the Anglo-Saxons, of, 
i. 25 : kws for the protection of 
pi-oiXM’tv in, i. l^enefits con- 
fenvd l>y the Church on, i. 120 ; 
Wife of Rath*s view of history 
written bv, i. 344 ; proverbial 
lore on tlie beauty of, i. 345; 

ks on the ci*aft and dis- 
simulation of, i. 347 ; on the 
lickleness and hesitancy of, i. 348; 
restraints of l.iw and custom 
mitigated by the natural forces 
of, ii. 1 ; st‘v<?re treatment in 
the days of chivaln' of, ii. 3; 
debasing influence of the lash on, 
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ii. 4; LaDTiniis Lenmiufi on the 
iraadbili^ of, ii. 6 ; severity, in 
former times, of, ii. 8; iJewis 
Vives on the <lisci]^e of thw 
feelinp by, th. ; their relation in 
feudal times to their husbands, 
iL 9 ; Ulustrations from Chaucer 
of the submissiTeness of, ii. 11 ; 
improved position of, ii. 34; early 
vindication of the rights of, ii. 35 ; 
demand for medic^ education 
by, iL 41 ; their cause injured by 
injudicious champions, ii. 45, 40 ; 
advantages derived from clerical 
wedlock by, ii. 52 ; marriages of 
persons of their own sex to, li. 98 ; 


anomalies of the law respecting 
tlie abduction of, ii. 217 ; defects 
of our ancient laws in their treatr 
ment of, ii. 200 

Wyatt, Rev. Walter, a Fleet par- 
MU, some particulars of the career 
of, ii. 155 

*^ORKSHIRE, and northern 
counties, wedding usages in 
i.20S 

yiOX CHAPEL, Hampstead, 

^ advertisement of weddi^ at, 
iL 147 
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IB, OwMkX UAMSMomoivom Snnarr. 


MESSRS. HURST AND BUCKETTS 

LIST OF NEW WORKS. 


RECOLLECTIONS OF SOCIETY IN FRANCE 

AND ENGLAND. BylULDrCuDOiiTiHADAT^ 2 yoIs. 218. 

Among nmncnroai otbor distlngnijihod peraoiui refemd to in thJa wwk ore Looto 
XVI, M«ie AntolBOtte, Loois XVItl, the Docheflee D^AagooIeme, NeiKdeon I. 
the Empreee Joeephine, Queen Hortenee, Cherlee X, Louis FhOippe, the Doke 
and Duchees de Beny, the Count de Cbsmbord, the E/u^nor Alezsnder, King 
Frederic Willlsni, Prince TsUeyisnA Mnce £sterfasigr« Blachwr, Ney, Sonlt, 
Fonchd, the Polignscs, Talms, Napoleon HI, the Empress Engento, the Due 
de Homy, Count d'Orsay, Victor Hugo, Oeorge IV, Queen Carolhie, Prtnee 
Leopold, the Prtnoess Charlotte, the Duke of York, the Duke ot WelUngtoo, 
Lord Byron. Sir Walter Soott, Sir H. Davy, Tom Moore, Mr. Barham, If n. 0HI> ^ 
dona, the Kembles, Mrs Jordan, Mias Stephms, Mile: Mars, Madame ClalalaTii, 
Mile. Bacbel, the Countess Guicdoli, Lady Cork, Lady Bleasingtop, Aa 


**On proceeding to a conscientious ezamlnation of the contents, we found tiie 
familiar and oommonplaoe matter lightened and relieved by many lively tonohea of 
deocfiptlon, many traits of character, many iUnstrative Incidents, which may prove 
heipe to history, and might have been irretrievably loet had they not been marked 
MMl recorded ae they ooeurred. Lady Clem«itina Davlee’s oraortunities were ex- ^ 
eellent, and the very traditions of her family are franidtt with interest. Some of 
her local and personal tmpreasiona are ae grajdhie and distinot as ii they had been 
—so to speak>~photographed on her memory. —FAe Timm. 

**The two entertaining and piaasantiy-written volumes before ns wiU interest and 
amuse many readera."— PoU MaU Gofctie 

** Two charming volumes, full of tixe most interesting and eoterBlkoIng matter, 
sad written to plain, elegant English Lady Clementina Daviee has semi nmeh, 
beard much, and remembered well Her nniune and brilliant recoUectlooa have the 
tntereet a romaaoe, wherein no character ia fietttioua, no incident untnm*— Peet 

** A alngulariy interesting and amusing work, full of aaeodotn, go mlp ^ and lif& 
Tlie entire reoora la full of entertainment''— iSastiiqf TVsms. 


**To every elaaa of readers, Lady Clementina Oaviea'a wmfc will prove deeiriy 
intereating. Aa a book of aneodotea the volomea will he pemaed wi^ avimly. 
Throughout the ' Reoc^lectiona ' vre traoe tbe band of an aitm, one whose power 
and talents are of the higheet order, and who has the faentity of bring^ before 
the reader the moet strlUbg Incidents of the present oentory In France end Eng- 
land, thus combining the funotions of the historian and the bh^rapher with thoaa 
the delineator ot life aa it exists. The style throughout Is terse and lively; it 
abounds with graphic deaorlptiona, and there it an eamestneaa and a patima when 
the authorees Olea from gay to grave subjecu that touches the heert ^tnees the 
account of Joae^ine’s sanctuary ^ Maltnalson, and the dying hoars of the ttl-fatod 
Don de Bent The loven of history will he amply repaid by poring over the last 
days of Marie Antoinette at VersidUee; the reetoratkw of Louis XYlIL to the throne 
of Ilia anoestors; the eacape of Napolemi ftom Elba; and the Omgt dBtoL Theman 
about town will revel In thoee aoenee in which Conut D'Oraay, Byron, the poet 
Moore, Lord Petersham, and Sir Chariea Wetherali took prominent perta. Tlmj^ 
trona of the drama vriU have Caulanl, Mrs Jordan, John Kemble, me stately md- 
doiaa, Talma, MdUe Georges, Mdlle. Mars. Mdlle. Doohesnois, Miss Stephana, again 
brought upon the eoene; the gosalpa will take In with avidity the smalHalk of 
London aocietyithe elopement at Faria; the eocentrioltieeof LadV Cork; in addition 
to the above we have aneodotea of Walter Soott, Lord Fife, theTPrinoe Bagent, the 
Emperor of Bnaela, King of Pmaeia, Louia Philippe, Dnoheeae d*Orleena, the Boer- 
boaa, Talleyiend, Napoleon L and IlL, Sonlt, Wellington, Eateihasy, and M. Thiem 
No book of rsminisoenoes has left upon ua to pleaamg an impresalon. Itatonea 
•tamiwLadyOiemeatiiiaaaamost " ‘ 


agreeable and clever anthofeafc*'—<hty< v si ^ i ^ ^ ^ 




18, Guut Mablboiooob Snunr. 

MESSRS. HURST AND BLACKETT'S 
NEW WORKS— 

THE SWITZERS. By W. Hepworth Dixok. 

Author of “New America,” “Free RuBaia,” “Her Majettyt* 
Tower,” Ac. Third Edition. 1 toL demy 8vo. 15 b. 

CoKT BK TB Moimtain Men ; St GothfU*d ; Peopling the Alpe ; The Fight for Life ; 
Belnand Bocks; Teuton end Celt; The Commonee; Communal Anthorities; 
CommQnal GoTeimnent; Cantons and Half Cantons; Cantonal Rule; Canton 
Zurich ; Pure Democracy ; A RevohiUon ; Popnlar Victories ; The League ; 
The Federal Pact; Jesuits; Pilgrimage; Conrentand Canton; St Meinrad*s 
Cell ; Feast of the Rosary ; Last of the Benedictines; Conflict of the Churches ; 
School ; Democracy at School ; Geneva ; Scheme of Work ; Secondary Schools ; 
School and Camp; Defence; The Publie Force; In the Field ; Out Again ; A 
Crowning Serrloe. 


** Turn where we will there Is the same impassioned eloquence, the same larlsh 
wealth of metaphor, the same rigour of declamation, the same general glow upon 
the pagea Switaerlaud may be hackneyed aa a country, yet there is freshness in 
Mr. Dixon's subjects. Mr. I^on throws a passing glance at the snow peaks snd 
glacier flelda that are the Switaeriand of the tourist If he deals with the grand 
catastrophes of nature, with avsJanche, flooiU and storm, it la in their relation 
to the victims of the elements, for his topics are the people and their inatitutlons. 
We assent entirely to the parable of bis preface.**— IVincs. 

**A lively, interesting, and altogether novel book on Svritseriand. It b fall of 
valuable information on aocbl, political, and ecclesiastical questiuns, and, like all 
Mr. Dixon’s books, it b emiDSnily readable^**— /kufy A’m. 

** We advise every one who cares for good literature to get a copy of this brilliant, 
novel, and abundantly instructive account of the Switsera The composition of the 
book b in the very best styla* — ifontbg Post 

** A work of real and abiding valna Mr. Dixon has never painted with more 
force and truth. Hb deecriptions are accurate, impartial, and clear. We mlOet 
cordially recommend Bie book." — SUmdattL 

** A most Interestiag and useful w'ork ; especially well timed when the questlona 
of military organization and primary education occupy so large a share of public 
attention. There b that happy fusion of the picturesque and the practical in Mr. 
Dixon's works which gives eniecblly to the present bt)ok Its great charm. It has 
at once the graphic interest of a romance, and the sterling value of an edocatltmaJ 
essay.**— />a^ TtUgnqih. 

**Mr. Dixon haa succeeded in giving the public a very inviting book The reader 
rises from it with the pleasant consciousness of having acquired useful infonnadon 
vrithont fatigue, and of having been as much interested by solid tmth as if It were 
fiction meant only to amnsei'*— iTcAa. 

** Any respectable book on the Switxers and Switzerland Is welcome to lovers of 
tiie land and the people, and we trust that Mr. Dixon's volume will be read in Swb- 
seriand as well as In England." — Athmmom, 

^ Mr. Dixon's book contains much readable and instructive matter." — Bjwntner, 

** A writer of much dramatic and deecriptive power, and one who knows hb way 
to trustworthy sources of Information, Mr. Dixon has given a clever and Instructive 
■ketch of the salient features of the confederation. All who know the playground 
of Europe will thank the writer for so clear an account of the social instituttons of 
a free people.**— ^^roasMc. 

*^Tbb work b in every respect the most useful and the best by means of whidi 
Mr. Dixon has introdnoed novel subjects all worthy of the utmost attention of hie 
oountrymen, and illustrated them by so elegant a method of commouloation as im* 
meneBgr to enhance their value.” — if mender. 

^No such hook has been written concerning Switzerbnd by any Englishman, 
end lew books of travel we possees unite more valuable information to mors de* 
s erip tl v e power and charm of style.”-^isKfii|f Timet. 



13, OBU.T UAUKwomw Smn; 

MESSRS. HURST AND BLACKBTT»3 
NEW WORKS— 


MODERN TURKEY. By J. Lewis Fablet, 

Consnl of the Sublime Porte at BristoL Second Editum, 1 toL 14e. 

Comm:— Beyroot; Beft-Hlry; Mount Lobenon; TVavelllng tn ftrria and Paleatiite; 
a Day with the Bedawhis ; Syria, Past and Preaent; the mnpreea Engdole** 
Visit to Oonitantlnople; the Sues Canal; Taridsh Women; Tmirish Arma^ 
meats ; Pnbtie Instrnctiou ; the Capitnlations ; Turkey as a Field for £ml- 
mtkm; British Interests in Turkey; Turkish Finances; the Stock Ei^ange; 
Qeofraphical Position of the Emj^re ; Agricultural Prodn^; Fisheries; Hines; 
Petroleum; fioads ; Ballways; Docks and Haikours; PnbUo Works, do 

**Books on Turkey by impartial authorities are not very common, and we are 
always glad to welcome anything that gives os the most recent information, and 
appears to be written frankly and dispassionatelv." — Tima. Oct. 13. 

** * Modem Turkey, * by J. L. Farley, is from a writer long famOiar with the country, 
and whose experience encourages a sanguine view of its fnture, alike as regards 
social, political, and industrial advancement**— Timet : CUf dritcfa /use A 

** Mr. Fkrley has a good deal of interesting information to communicate tn regard 
to the reeonroes of modem Turkey ; and we may add that he puts it briefly, dearly, 
sod in an agreeable style.**— Sofuniay Revien. 

^ Mr. Farley is to be praised for the admirable manner in which he has marshall- 
ed his facts and arrangM his matter. Hie style, too, is Inoid and agreeable, and 
he manaM to clothe the dry skeleton of statistics with life and animation. Him 
book will do a great deal to remove many prejadloes against Turkey from the 
minds of EngUimmen, and will bring very vividly before their eyes the present con- 
dition oi a country about which great numbers of our countrymen are lamentably 
ignorant** — Bxammer. 

**This very Interesting and exoeedindy well<-written volume wdl deserves an 
•ameet pemsaL It is a book of inoaiculablo value to every class of the oom- 
munlty.*^ifetMR^. 

** An able sketch of the present state and latest resources of the Ottoman Empire. 
Mr. Farley writes ably and clearly, and few will put down his book without having 
teamed something new about the material resonicee of Turkey, and the aspirattas 
of Its most enlightened statesmen." — Oraphie. 

** Bfr. Farley evinces a tborongb knowledge of bis subject, and his work deeervee 
to be attentively perused by all who are interested poUtloally, commercially, or 
flteanclally, in the Ottoman Empire.** — Li^Mrpool Album. 

** A very charming, useful, and readable book, which we can cordially recom- 
mend to all who wish to inoreaae their knowledteu of the Turkish Empire.**- **’ 


HISTORY OF WILLIAM PENN, Founder of 

Pennsylvania. By W. Hbpworth Dixon, A KBwLiBEJLmT Sdrion. 

1 voL demy 8vo, with Portrait. 128. 

** Mr. Dixon's * William Esnu* is, perhaps, the best of his booka He has now re- 
vised and issued it with the addition of much fresh matter. It is now offered to a 
sumptuous votoma matching with Mr. IHxon's recent books, to a new generation of 
readers, who will thank Mr. Dixon for his interesting and instmotive memoir of 
one of the worthies of England.**- Aromteer. 

** * William Penn ' is a flue and noble work. Eloquent, ptetureeque, and eplgra- 
matte in styla subtle and phtlosophioal In insight, and moderate and accurate to 
statement, it is a model of what a biography on^t to bei**— ■Fsedriy TVsiea 

**Tbe character of this great Christtui E^Usnman, William Penn, a true hero 
of moral and dvil oonqnesta Is one of the fairest to modem histoiy, and may be 
stadted with profit by hie countrymen of all ages. This blogrsp^ of him now 
finally pat into shape aa a standard work of its kind, is Mr. Dixon's most useful 
ptoduetion. Few books have a more genial and whdeeome Interest, or convey 
more beneflotal Instmotlon.**— /lltutratoi Ncm. 

^Xiike all Mr. Dixon's books this is written in a pleasing, popular style, and at the 
present momenVwhen our relations with the United Statee are attraettng to much 
attenttott to the Great Bepablic of the new world, the re-appearanoe la moat ttoiely 
and welcome. *'—EcA& 

** One of the most able spenimena of toography that haa ever appeared.**- “ 
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MESSRS. HURST AND BLACKETT’S 
N'EW WORKS — ConHntted. 


SPORT AT HOME AND ABROAD. By Lobd 

WnxiAM Pnr Lnmoz. 2 vola. crown 8vo. 21s. 

**Two ywf mnafng and instniotlTo Tolnmea, tcracblng on sU sorts of sport, tram 
tbs SKporienoed pen of a writer well (nialifled to handle the anbjeot Stored with 
Interesting matter the book will take toe fancy of sU lorers of pasti me bj flood or 
fleML**— JWTs 

**Tliia work is eitrsm e i y interesting and instraettrefrom the fliet page to the Iasi 
It e o ff tetna a rast amount of naafa] Imonnation and excellent adrioe for the British 
qiortsman, interspcmd with an inexhansttble fnnd of aneodota**— -4baifi JomaaL 

^Lorers of sp^ wfll weleome this new work be Lord W. Lennox eagerly. We 
haee bm experienoes of sport of the most xaried kind—hrom fishing in Upper 
Canada to fowling in Siberia ; from Highland deer hnntlng to angling on the qnlet 
banks of the Thamea Then deeeriptions of ancient and modern inmnasUca sports 
of f>» gK nd in the middle sges, hunting, fencings wreetUng, cricketing, and cock* 
fluting. We may learn how to ehooee a yacht or a bound, a hunter or a rifle, 
from theee nsefnl and amusing psgea And there are alsoa great number of lively 
anecdotee to amnee the ’noble sportsman * when the fish won't rise, when the 
deer are diy, or the weather is nnfsTonrable. or there is a deedoatanfor the yacht. 
We pradlot a great enooeee for tills book."— 


PRAIRIE FARMS AND PRAIRIE FOLK. By 

pASm GiuJKmB ^Ubique*'), Author of Hunter's Adven- 
tures in the Great Weet,** Ac. 2 vols. crown 8vo, with lilustra- 
tiona. 218. 

** ICr. OQlmors has written a book which will make the English reader take a 
deep intereet In PrsJrie Farms and Fratrie Folk. His narrstive of his sojoom, his 
ilim iif|Kiisi of the ooontiy, and of hie neighbonrs, are all most readabla Mr. QUI- 
nore'e eporting leata are the themes of some of its best chaptera''— Arily Ainra. 

’’This work fa the very beet of its oiaes that Mr. Parker Oillmore has yitiwritleii, 
not merely beeanee of He UfeUka daeeriplIoDs of open-air life In tbe vast onUying 
dlstrieie of the American cootinent, bnt becanse it gives an amount of Information 
ef tneslonlaltie valne to emigranta**— Jfaneaper. 

*‘Foraneedotea, descriptions, and all kinds of tairormstion lelsting to snort H 
wonld not be easy to name a more effective and readable writer than Parker 
OllhDOfei**— /ZlssWiolef Loadcm jFma 

^ We beartUy rBoommend tills work. Tbe attraction of the author’s descriptiona 
Is very great His style is graphic, and his records are always entertaining and 
r<markablei”--^isidbr ^'Vaiet 


QUEEN CHARLOTTE ISLANDS: A Narrative 

of Discovery imd Adventure in Thb Noitb PAoma By Frakcoi 
P ooLB, O.E. Edited hy JoBJf W. Lthdon. 1 voL 8vo, with Map 
and Qlustrationa. 16s. 


’’There can be no doubt whatever abont the spirit of enterprise and power of 
endnrsnoe with which Mr. Poole is gifted, and mneb of his book is very exciting 
feeding Nor srs the parts of it wbloh are the leaat novel the leael interesting; 
and the chapters descriptive of his jonmeys to and fro, ronnd America, and acrose 
the Istiunns, with his account of San Fraaciseo and Victoria, will repay pemsaL 
The materials Mr. Poole famished have been edited by Mr. John W. Lyndon. Mr. 
lomdoQ seems to have disdiarged bis oflioe wHb oommendablo indgment* — PaM 
Matt OttUtta 


’’As a whole the book Is Interesting and instmettve, and Its anthor eridentiy a 
pleaesal sad a plaoky fellow. We can oonlldently recommend tbe book to all vriio 
wish to form an Idea of life and land in those ooantries in the p r esent, end of th^ 
espaeity in tiie fntnrs.*'— AMousttm 

* This very IntersstittgnaiTative is excellent reading. Mr. Pooiehas added much 
that is valuable to the eto^ of general information.**— Mhr .Vena 
’’This sxMiiely teteresting wurk-w^eU written and wen edited^ fhU of 
aoviltf and enrions facts. It is one among tbe most fresh and fnstrnottvs vnivaas 
sf tmvel and a d ve n t ur e witicb have been p r o d u ce d for a long tima”. 
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MESSRS. HURST AND BLACKEXrS 
NEW WORKS— Om/mwcrf. 


BRIDES AND BRIDALS. By J. G. Jbaffbbsoh, 

B.A., Oxon, author of Book about tile energy, ’’te* 2to18.Sto, 

30s. 

CVMnm:— Aatfqoltyof MatriffloolalOiittcmiaMaRitge O^^tarai Manioae hj 

PnrohMe, The Chmoh Poroh, EtpooMla, Oelebimtioii of lUnriaaOi PobUcatta 
of Baim% Ancient Bastmliita ou freedom of lfaiTlage» Pce^Coolneta Marriagiw 
in Strict Order and ICarriagee by Licenae, The Wedding Bing, The Bina-iingw, 
TheOlinmal Blna,Cotinoeeof Bridee, Brideemalda, andOroomemen, WeddUng 
Oake, Wedding Preeenta, The Dinner and the Dance, Sporta and Faettanee, Bri- 
dal Ifnelc, Wedding Sermons, Infantile Wedlock, Lnoky Days and LMitfal 
Honrs, Parental Anchor!^, Discipline of Wises, Laws sad NoTel% SacMsas and 
Essays, Old Prorerhe about Marriage and.Womep,Oharscteristics of Womankind 
in Old Time, The Sphistem of Past Times, Medical Womea said White Slasea, 
rhiilinllTiiilsaiiJ sj lll■lll^^J,llll iliiiliijj. Hill nil— imiiiiaini. Taxes on Oellbaey, 
Onri o ns Msfiisgas, Glandsstina endissegiiilar Marrisges, Prisons and Lawless 
Charcbea, Fleet Marriages, The Fleet Clergy, Lord Hardwiok*s Marriage Act, 
The Sasoy Chapel, Gretna Green Matches, The Carrying away of Hei r e aa ea, 
The Royal Fleet Marriagee, The Royal Marriage Act, Marriage with Deceased 
Wife's Sister, Honeymoon Trips and Cards, Samuel Johnson on Matrimony, 
Jenx d'Esprit against Wises, Diasolotion of Partneniiip in OathotUe E n g l a nd 
and in Recent Times. 

THE LITERARY LIFE OF THE REV. WIL- 

LIAM HARNESS, Vicar of All Sainte, Knightsbridge, uidFrw- 
bendary of St Paul's. By the Rev* A. Q. L*E6TRAM0B. 8vo. I3a. 

Among other celebrated persons of whom anecdotes snd r emi n i scences wfD he 
found in thiM work are Lord Byron, Sheridan, Sooct, Orabbe, Oderidga, Moore, 
Rogers, Charles Lamb, Sydney Smith, Talfoord, Theodore Hook, Pickens, 
Thackeray, Lockhart, Lady Byron, Miss Mltford, Mlae Austen, Joanna BaiiHe, 
Mm Siddons, Madame d'Arblay, do. 

**Tiie book Is a pleasant book, and will be found excellent reeding All those 
to whom the good name of Byron is dear, will read with an almost eixiinialte plea- 
sure the testimony given by Haraesa. The fine qnailties of the man are set forth, 
without any attempt to oonoeal hie errors or his rices; sa regazda tiie latter, there 
is shown to have been groos exaggeration in the report of theuL'—dlkasnusi. 

** This work will beread with much interest The Rev. William Hameoa was the 
friend of Byron, and of almost every iiterary celebrity of hia dmsi He liked 
to be about literary men, and they reciprocated that liking, ^ron, Mias Mltford, 
the Kembles, Wordsworth, Southey, Coleridge, Lamb, Rogers, wieridsa, Theodors 
Hook, Henry Hope, were among him friends; sad the oonaequenoe of this varied 
literary friendship Is that his life, for richneas in biographical details, la surpassed 
by no recent pufaltcation except Crabb Robinson's l>iary.'*<— Edho. 

TURKISH HAREMS & CIRCASSIAN HOMES. 

By Mbs. Harwt, of Ickwell Bury. 8vo. Seotmd EdUimu I60. 

** Mrs Harvey's book oould scarcely fsail to be pleaaaot, for the exioursiott of 
which it gives us an account must have been one of the most deUghtfnl and ro- 
mantlo voyages that ever was made. Mrs. Harvey not only saw a great deal, bat 
saw all that she did see to the best advantage. She was admitted into Turkish 
Interiors which are rarely penetrated, and, protected by an eeoort, was able to ride 
far Into the mountains of Circassi^whose fovely defllcB are full of dangera whidt 
•eal them to ordinary trsveUers. we cannot eau to mind any aeoount written of 
late years whksh Is so full of valuable information upon Turkish household life. 
In notkdng the Intrinsic interest of Mrs. Harvey's ho^ we must not forget to say 
a word for her abUltj as a vrrlter.*'— Hisiw. 
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MESSRS. HURST AND BLACKETT’S 
NEW WORKS — Continued. 

VOLS. L & n. OP HER MAJESTY’S TOWER. 

By W. HEPWORTH DIXON. DEDICATED BY EXPRESS 
PERMISSION TO THE QUEEN. Sixth Editum, 8to. 80s. 

Ccmim:— The PU^Imiep Ward end Onter Werd— The Wherf— RlTer 

The Wh!te Tower— Chmriee of Orlenne— Uncle Qlonoeete^-Priaon lUU ee B ee i H 
ehemp Tower-^The good Lord Cobhena— King and Cardinal— The PUgrimaga 
ofOraoe — ^Madge Cheyno— Hein to the Crown — The Nine Days* Queen — Da- 
^roned — The Men of Kent — Conriney — No Croee no Crown — Cranmer, IaU* 
tner, Ridley— White Boees— PrinceM Margaret— Plot and Counterplot— Moo- 
aieur Cbariee— Bishop of Roee— Murder of Northumberland— XHiilip the Con- 
fessor— Mase in the Tower— Sir Walter Raleigh — The Arabella Plot — 
Raleigh's Walk — ^The Villain Waad — The Garden Honse— The Brick Tower 
— ^The Angio-Spanish Plot — Pacttona at Court — Lord Grey of WHtun — 
Old Engtisb Catholics— The EngUKh Jesuits — White Webbs— The Priests* Plot 
— Wilton Court— Last of a Noble Line— Powder^Plot Room— Guy Fawkes— 
Origin of the Plot — Vinegar Honse — Conspiracy at Laige— The Jesuit's More- 
In London — Norember, 160&— Hunted Down— In the Tower— Search for Gar- 
net-End of the English Jesuits — ^The Catholic Lords— Harry Percy— The 
Wiaard Ear! — A Real Arabella Plot— WUllam Se 3 mioar— The Escape— Pnrsait 
—Dead in the Tower— Lady Frances Howard— Robert Can^Powder Poisoning. 


Fnox T«i Tiitis>-**AU the ciriilaed world— English^ Continental, and Aiiis- 
rl^uk— takes an interest in the Tower of London. The Tower is the stage 
upon which has been enacted some of the grandest dramas and saddest trsgedlM 
in our national annala If, in imagination, we take our stand on those tlmstwom 
walls, and let century after century flit past os, we shall see In due succession the 
majority of Uie most famous men and locely women of England in the olden time. 
We shaJl see them jesting, jousting, love-making, plotting, and then anon, per- 
haps, oommmiding their eouk to in the presence of a nUteons masked figure, 
bearfaag an axe in his handa It is such pictures as these that Mr. Dixon, with 
oonsiderablo skiU as an historical limner. tiM set before us in these volumes. Mr. 
Dixon dsshes off the scenes of Tower history with great spIriL His descriptions 
ate given wish such tereenees and vigour that we ebouid spoil them by sny attempt 
as condensation. As favoorable examples of bis narrative powers we may call at- 
tention to the story of the beautiful but unpopular Elinor, Queen of Henry III., and 
the^eecription of Anne Bolin’s flret and second Arrivals at the Tower. Then we 
have the story of the bold msbop of Durham, lAo escapes by the aid of a c<ird 
hidden in a wine^Jar; and the tale of Maud Fitxwalter, imprisoned and murdered 
hf the caitiff John. Passing onwards, we meet Chsrles of Orleans, the poeilo 
Viench Prince, captured at Agincouit, and detained for flve-and-twenty years n 
prisoner in the Tower. Next weenoounter the bslefoi form of Richard of Gloucester, 
ami are filled with indignation at the blackest of the black Tower deeda As we 
draw nearer to modem times, we have the sorrowfnl storv of the Nine Days* 
Queen, poor little Lady Jane Urey. The chapter entitled *'No Cross, no Crown ** 
is one of the most affecting in the book. A mature man can scarcely read it with* 
out feeling the tears ready to trickle from his eyea No part of the first volnme 
jtolds In Interest to the chapters which are devoted to the story of Sir Walter 
Raleigh. The greater part of the second volume is oocupled with the story of the 
Gunpowder Plot. The narrative Is extremely interesting, and will repay psmsal. 
Asomer eeum eeUbn possessed of s peiennisJ interest, is the murder of Sir Thopiae 
Overbnry by Lord and Lsdy Somerset Mr. Dixon tells the tale skUfnlly. In oon- 
dnsioo, we may oongratnlate the author on this work. Both volnmes are decided- 
ly attractive^ and throw mnch light on oar national history.** 

**Fiom first to last this work overflows with new information and orlghial 
thoa^t, with poetry and pictnra In thaae faeeinating pages Mr. Dixon die- 
chargee altemately the functions of the historlsn, and the historic biompher, with 
the tosUd>^ hnmonr snd scenrate knowledge which never fail him when he 
undertakee to fllnmlne the darksome seoessee of oar national story.*’— Aforedip Poll 
!* We eameetlj raeommend this remarkable work to those la quest of ifniiit 
BMttt end tnetmotion, el onoe solid sod refined..’*— Dei^ nkgrapK 
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MESSRS. HURST AND BLACKETT'S 

NEW WORKS—Cbnftnw^rf. 

# 

VOLS. m. & IV. OF HER MAJESTY’S TOWER. 

By W. HEPWORTH DIXON. DEDICATED BY EXPRESS 
PERMISSION TO THE QUEEN. Completmg the Work. Third 
Edition, Demy 8vo. SOs. 

Covnurrs:— A FevoBrite; A FaTourite's Friend; The CoimteM of Suffolk; To the 
Tower ; Lady Catherine Manners ; House of Villiers ; Besolntlon ; Fall of Lord 
Bacon ; A SpaniA Match ; Spanlolizing ; Henry De Vere ; The Matter of Ho!- 
land ; Sea Affairs ; The Pirate War ; Port and Court ; A New Bomanso ; More 
and Connter-move ; Pirate and Prison; In the Marshalsea; The Spanish Olive ; 
Prisons Opened; A Parliament ; Digby, Earl of Bristol ; Tnrn of Fortone; Eliot 
Eloquent; Felton's Knife; AnAssasHin; Nine Gentlemen in the Tower; A 
King's Bevenge ; Charles L ; Pillars of State and Church ; End of Wentworth ; 
Land's Last Tronblea ; The Lieotenant's Honse ; A Political Bomanoe ; PhL 
losophy at Bay ; Fate of an Idealist; Britannia; Killing not Mnrder; A Second 
Buckingham ; Roger, Earl of Castiemaine ; A Life of Plots ; The Two Penns; 
A Quaker's Cell ; Colonel Blood ; Crown Jewels. King and Colonel ; Bye Honse 
Plot ; Mnrder; A Patriot; The Good Old Canse; James, Duke of Monmouth; 
The Unjnst Judge; The Scottish Lords ; The Countess of Nithlsdale; Escaped; 
Cause of the Pretender; Reformers and Reform . Reform Biots ; Sir Francis 
Bordett ; A Summons to the Tower; Arthur Thistlewood ; A Cabinet Council ; 
Cato Street ; Pursuit; Last Prisoners in the Tower. 


• Mr. Dixon's lively and socurate work." — Ttmet. 

•* This book is thoroughly enieruining, well- written, and Instmctiva'* — ExanUmr, 

^ These volumes will place Mr. Dixon permanently on the roll of English aothors 
who have rendered their country a service, by his putting on record a truthful and 
brilliant account of that most popular and instructive relic of antiquity. * Her 
Majesty's Tower the annals of which, as related in those volumes, are by toms 
exciting and amnsing, while they never fail to interest. Oar ancient stronghold 
could have had no better historian than Mr. Dixon. ' — PMt. 

**By his moritM of literary execution, his vivacious portraitures of historical 
fignrea, his masterly powers of narrative and description, and the force and grace- 
ful ease of his style, Mr. Dixon will keep his hold npon a multitnde of readeie.''— 
lUMitraiedyew, 

** These volnmes are two galleries of richly painted portraits of the nobtost 
man and mi>Ht brilliant women, besidcui others commemorated by Engliab 
history. The grand old Il4>yal Keep, palace and prison by turns, Is revivid^ in 
thiHwi volumes, which ciose the narrative, extending from the era of Sir John Eliot, 
who saw Riileigh die In Palace Yard, to that of Thistlewood. the last prisoner Im- 
mured in the Tower. Few works are given to us, in these days, so abundant in 
originality and nisearch as Mr. Dixou'a" — Standard. 

**Thia intensely interesting work vrUl become as popular as any book Mr. 
Dixon has written 

A work always emtnenily readable, often of fascinating interest*' — Bcha. 

**Tha most brilliant and fascinating of Mr. Dixon's literary achievementa**— Sim. 

** Mr. Dixon has accomplished his task welL Few subjects of higher and more 
general interest than the Tower could have been fonud. Arooi^ the old pile 
olinga all that is most romantic in our history. To have made himself the tmsted 
and accepted historian of the Tower is a task on which a writer of higheat reputa- 
tion may well be proud. *rhia Mr. Dixon baa done. He has, moreover, adapted 
bis work to all classes. To the historical stodent it presents the recnlt of Jong 
and saocesafal research in sources undlacovered till now; to the artist it gives the 
most glowing picture yet, perhaps, produce I of the moreexoiiliig scenes of national 
history ; to the general reader it offers fact with all the graces of dedon. Mr. 
Dlxona book Is admirable alike for the general view of history it presenta, and tmt 
Mie beauty and value of its single ploturea**— Timet. 
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FREE RUSSIA. By W. Hepwoeth Dixon. Third 

2 vote, Bvo, with Coloured lUustratioiit, SOs. 
l>ixoii*t book wUI be oerteln not only to Intereet but to pleaM its feadeni 
and it daaervea to do aa It eontaina a ineet deal that la worthy of attention, and 
IS to produce a very naefnl efTect The ignorance of the English people 

with respect to Hnaafa baa long been so dense that we cannot avoid beliig gnatern] 
to a writer who has taken the trouble to make personal acquaintance with that 
MldQin*v1^ted land, and to bring before the eyes of his cotintrymen a pleture of 
Its scenery and its people, which fa so novel and interesting that it can scarcely 
fail to aorrest their atientlon.** — Sftimyia^ 

•* Mr, IMsou has invented a good title for his volumes on Russia The chapter on 
UMnonosoir, the peasant poet, is one of the best in the book, and the chapter on 
Kief Is equally good. The de^cHpilons of the peasant villages, and of the habits 
and manners of the peasantry, are very good; in fact, the descriptions are excel* 
lent tlirougbout the work.*’--7¥»»«. 

*• We claim for Mr. Dixon tJie merit of having treated his snbject In a fresh and 
original manner. He hue done his Iteat to see with his own eyes the vast eouuiry 
which he describes, and he has visited sc»me parts of the land with which few 
even among its natives are fanidiar. and he baa ha<t the advantage of being 
broogfai into perwinal contact with a number of those llnssians whose opinions 
are of most weight The conseouence la that he has been able lo lay before 
gemwal readers such a picture of Rnsaia and the Hasaian people ae cannot fail to 
inieraat them.'^— dlAflurarat 

ANNALS OF OXFORD. By J. C. Jeaffresox, 

B, A,| Oxon, Aotbor of “ A Book About the Clergy,” d:c. Second 
Edition. 2 vote. Bvo. dOs. 

ComrsifTB : — ^The Croce Keys ; King Alfred's Expulsion from Oxford ; Chums and In. 
mates; Clemlcal Schools and Benfdactions ; Schi><>ls and Scbolara; On JLeam* 
tng and certain Incentives luit; College« and Malls; Stniciural Newness of 
Oxford ; Arithmetic gone Mad ; Iteduciiun of the Estimates ; A Happy Family; 
Town and Down ; Death to the I^tgate s Cwok ; The « Jreat Riot ; St ScliolasUca ; 
King's College Chapel need ss a Playhouse; St Mary's Church; laullea Ui U«ai* 
denoe ; Oownswomen of the I7th ('entory ; The Birch in the Bodleian ; Attiarian 
Rigour; Royal Smiles : Tudf>r, Ueorglatt, Eiizal>eth and Stuart ; Iloyal Pomps ; 
Oxford in Arms; The Cavaliers In Oxford; Henrietta Maria's Triumph and 
Oxford's Capitolation ; The Saints Triampliant; Crura wenUui Oxforil ; Alma 
Mater In the Days of the Merry Monarch ; The ShehlonUu Theatre ; Oardens 
and Walks; Oxford Jokes and dosages; Terns Filil; The Constitution Club ; 
Kicholas Amhorst; Commemoration ; Oxford in the Fhture. 

“The pleasantest and most informing hook about Oxford that baa ever been 
written. Whilst these volumes will be eagerly perused by the sons of Alma Mater, 
they will be read with scarcely less intereat by the general reader." — Port. 

“Those who turn to Mr. JeafTresoo'e highly intereating work for solid informa- 
tfen or for amusement, will not Ihs disappointed. Rich in rMearch and full of 
antiouarian interest, these vulunies atxraud in keen humour and well.bred wit 
A aebolar-like fancy brightens every page. Mr. Jeaffreaon is a very mc4el of a 
dcercMse: full of fnfonnatiun, full of Knowledge. The work well deserves to he 
read, and merits a permanent niche (n the library."— 7^ ChwpMr. 

'‘These intereating volumes should be read not only by Oxonians, but bv all 
stndenta of English historT.*'WoAn Bittl 

A BOOK ABOUT THE CLERGY. By J. 0. 

jRAFTRSBOff, B.A., Oxon, author of “ A Book almut Lawyem ” •• A 
Book abcat Doctors,” dfc. Second Edition. 2 vote 8vo* BOs. 

“TUa is a book of sterling excellence. In which all— laity as well as clergy— wfll 
find miteriatniDent and Instruction ; a book to be bought and placed permanently 
In our libraries; It Is written In a terite and lively style throughout, It Is eminently 
fair and candid, and Is full of interesting Information on almost every tonte that 
serves to tthistrale the history of the English clergy"— Tihnsa ^ 
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LIFE AND LETTERS OF WILLIAM BEWICK, 

THE ARTIST, Edited ^ Taoiut Lahdshe, A.R.A. 2 yoIs. 
Urge poet 8vo, with Portrait. 24t. 

** The Interest for general readers of this * Life and Letters * is derlTed ahnoet en- 
tirely from anecdotes of men of mark with whom the artist associated, and 
which it contains a rery large and amuslag store. His fellow pnpil and old friend, 
Mr. Thomas Ijsndseer, the famons engraver, has put the materials before xm to- 

e r with much skill and a great deal of gonial tact TheJIterary sketches which 
dc made of Haslitt Uaydon, Shelley, Keats, Sctitt Jeffrey, Matmin, and 

others, are extremely bright, apt, and clear." — Athe/ueum. 

MY EXPERIENCES OF THE WAR BETWEEN 

FRANCE AND GERMANY. By Abcribau) Fosbo. it toIs. 8vo. 

SPIRITUAL WIVES. Bv W. Hepworth Dixon. 

Focbth Eomox. 2 toIb. 8vo. With Portrait o{ the Author. 30a. 
**Mr. Dhnm has treated his snbjeot In a pbiloeophical spirit and hi Ids nsoal 
graphic manner. Tliere is, to oar thinking, more pemicioas doctrine in one chap- 
ter of some of the sensational novels which find admirers in drawing-rooms and 
eulogists in the press than in the whole of Mr. Dixon's interesting woHl^— ff jMSiMsr. 

THE CITIES OF THE NATIONS FELL. By 

the Rov. John CuinoNO, D.D. Seamd Editum. 1 voL 6«, 

**I>r. Cammlng's book will be read by many with advantaga"— 

^ The work before oh contains much historical lafonnation of Interest and value. 
We mast spplaad here, as wo applaaded in his treatise on The Seventh Vial, the 
skill and diUgeiu)e of the author In the vast and carofal selection of facta, both phy- 
sical and moral, the intc^rest of each when taken singly, and the striking ptctare of 
the whole when presented collectively to the view." — Record. 

THE SEVENTH VIAL; or, THE TIME OF 

TROUBLE BEGUN, as shown in THE GREAT WAR, THE 
DETHRONEMENT OF THE POPE, and other CoUateral Events. 
By the Rev. John Cummlvo, D.D., Ac. Thitd EdithtL 1 voL 6s. 
** Dr. Camming Is the popaiar exponent of a school of proidietic interpretation, 
and on this score has established a daim to attention. His book fnndshes aa 
instmctive collection of the many strange TOrients of oar day. Dr. Onmming takes 
his facta very fairly. He has a case;, and me gravity of the sobject most command 
the attention of reudera"— ronei; 

TRAVELS OF A NATURALIST IN JAPAN 

AND MANCHURI.\. By Abtkur Adams, F.L.S., Staff-Snrgoon 
R.N. 1 vol. 6vo, with Illustrations, 

MEMOIRS OF QUEEN HORTENSE, MOTHER 

OF NAPOLEON III. Cheaper Edition, in I voL ds. 

** A biography of the besatirul and unhappy Qoeen, more satisfactory than any wt 
have yet mot with."— -Zkiiff A'«m, 

THE LAD YE SHAKERLEY; beiug the Record of 

the Life of a Good and Noble Woman. A Cheshire Story. By 
ONE of the HOUSE of EGERTON. Second Edition, 1 voL Os. 
**Thls charming novelette deasantly reminds one of the well-known serfee of 
stories by the author of ' Mary jPowoll* The cluwacten bear the same imnreae of 
tmthfnlneiis, and the reader la made to feel et)ually at home among aoenes aketehed 
with a ready hand. The anihor writea graoefally, and has the faculty of plaeing 
before others the pictures her own Imafd&ation has called ap."->/^ AfoM GmtHe. 
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THE NEW AND POPULAR NOVELS 

PUBLISHED BY HURST & BLACKETT. 


BESSIE. By Julia Katanaoh, author of "Nath- 

alie,** ** Adele,** Ac, 3 vols. 

** maB booka m slwaya readable and ladylika Rhe it an albla eiP 

poin&l of fetnale character, with a charm of her own.— Of ^Bewae' heraall U li 
anpeiUnoos to say that ahe is naive and charming, aifeotionate and nnaeUiidL— Bsa^ 
•id's own love story is one of the best bits of antobiograpby Miss Kavanagh has 
prodnoed.'*— ^ Meacnmi 

** A charming, pore, and deKcate story, with whirh we tmst not a few of our 
readers may be indnced to make themselves l>etter acqnainted.*'— OAawwr. 

**We are always glad to welcome a novel of Miss Kavanagh'a There is a 
gimoe and delicacy and absence of effort in her wtirk which have a character of 
their own. We have here another of those studies of female character in which 
ahe most excels. ^ Bessie,' in onropitiion, is folly equal to its predecessora''— G 

CLARA LEVESQUE. By Wili.iam Gilbert, au- 

thor of Shirley Hall Asylum,” “ Martha,” J^c 3 vols. 

TREVOR COURT. By Mrs. H. B. Paull. 3 vols. 
FALSE CARDS. By Hawlev S.mart, author of 

“Breezie Langton,” Ac. 8 vols. (In Xov.J 

AMY STENNETT. 3 vols. 

A novel by a new hand of more than average merit ... On the whole, * Amy 
z$tennett ' is one of the moet enc<mrahging novc s that wo have come across for a 

long lima** — AtAcstew/e. “A work of the highest mark. It is a ab»ry of very 

powerful Iniereet ’— .Vttwtiay Ttnus. ** This b<n>k (a dwldedly clever, and will be 

read with interet^t P<.M»se«sed of a gotsi deal of originality, and not a little power 
of writing, the aatltor has concocted a story, the plot of which Is quite new, and 
whk^ contains many striking incidents, loe characters are ]M>rtrHycd In a vivid 
manner.'* — JHo *t — -•** A very capital, spirited, and interesting story." — SUmdard, 

WRAYFORD’S WARD, and other Tales. By 

F. W. Roblhson^ authcr of ** GnmdmotherV Money,” Ac. 8 vols. 

* Mr. Robinson is a good story teller, and w>me of his tales sre very well dona 
* Wfayford's Ward ’ is interesting, and tiie Incidents are pointedly put and giaphl- 
oally narrated. * Jenny Merton ’ is a charming sketch.’* — Satardap Herww. 

*** W'rayford's Ward ' is very interesting. The reader most be fastldloas who 
doee not find great amusement in the tales so cleverly told by Mr. Robinson.** — 
Qmrt JommaL 

THE WOMAN WITH A SECRET. By Alice 

Kino, author of “ Queen of Herself,” Ac. 3 vols. 

** An interestfog snd reada.hle novel Miss King has the art of seizing the telling 

E >ints of a story, and is skilfui in portraying ebaraefer. Her language is charm* 
gly Mmple and corrccL The plot, too, is well developeil” — A 
'*An admirable novel of thrilling interest Indeed, tlic whole book is one of 
fCreat power.”W^ BulL A clever novel A bettor mystUloaUon has seldom 

JANETS CHOICE. By Mary Charlotte Fhill- 

POTTB, author of “ Maggie's Settret,” dtc. 3 vols. 

**This book has great merits, snd is full of enthralling Interest The oonversa- 
tloDs exhibit great power."— JoAn Bull " Miss l*bUlpotta weaves a most interest- 
ing plot and draws her characters with remarkable distinctness and lifelike vigour. 
The descriptions of Scotch scenery are full of beauty, and the passion of love Is ex- 
quisitely treated.**— C%Mirf Journal. 

LIL. By Jean Middlemass. 3 vols. 

** A very readable novel There is moch that Is Interestlngtn the history of ” 

— EkmnAwr. ** This story is well tokL The interest never flags.' —Coerf^ennMl. 
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THE NEW AND POPULAR NOVELS 

PUBLISHED BY HURST & BLACKETT. 


FIRST IN THE FIELD. By the Author of “Re- 

oommended to Mercy.*’ B toIsI 

* A novel of coneldereble nbOltF. .... The {dot It foil of etrong titaationA. The 
ebaraclere are diatioet» and not nnnatarmL"---dM0Metiiii.>-— ** We cordially reoom- 
nend this work for general pemeaL The charactera are strongly drawn, the inci- 

denki well developed and dlveraifled.'*— Ifeticapcr. ** A powerfnl, original, and 

profoundly Interesting noveL*'-*Aio><la|r TVmei. 

A GOLDEN SORROW. By Mrs.CicSHEL Hoey. 3 v. 

** A most agreeable book. Mra Hoey weaves an interesting plot, and her cha- 
racters are drawn with remarkalde distinctness and oonalsiency.**^g>nmm0*.~ 
*■ A most admirable noveL**— JoAn A very pleasant, lively novel**— Bpedoler. 

THE LOST BRIDE. By Georoiana Lady 

Chattbrton. 8 vols. 

**An Ingeniotis^nd pitnreeqnc story, in which there is a good deal of charador 
drawing, and some pleasant and lively sketches of society oocnr.** — Speetator. 

OFF PARADE. By Stephen J. Mac Eekna, late 

28th Regiment. 8 vole. 

** We have read * Off Parade * through with considerable pleasnre.** — Atkemmmm, 

* Thlfi book teems with interest from the first page to the last We cannot too 
■trongly recommend * Off Parade ' to all readera, and more espedany to young 
oflUcers in the army, who, in its pages, wlU find much to interestand even more to 
edify and Instmct It is a novet whksh we feel oonfirlent will be read aUke with 
pieasoro and profit either in camp or in qnartera ** — United Service ifopanaa 

THE QUEEN OF THE REGIMENT. By Katha- 

Buni Kino. 8 vols. 

* A charming, fresh, cheery novel Its merits are rare and welcome. The glee- 
fnlnewi, the eaMi. the heartiness of the Anthor's style cannot fail to pleaae. Her hero- 
ine Is a captivating girl**— Spectator. 

HOPE Di^ERRED. By Eliza F. Pollard. 3 v. 

** We have read few stories lately, certainly none professing to treat of femala 
character, which have left upon ns eo pleasing an impreaalon. — AtftcMswa 

GOLDEN KEYS. 3 vols. 

** * Golden Keys * will find a wide circle of readera It possesses many decided 
merita many ai^s of carefnl thooght and atndy of character, and a bold healthi- 
ness of style and tona The plot is well plann^ and the interest admirably sne- 
tained to the last The various dramatis personas are drawn with a keen and 
life-like vigonr.**— .Shmdard 

ASTON-ROYAL. By the Author of «St.01ave’8.” 3 v. 

**■ * Aston Royal * is far superior to anything the author has yet dona The book 
Is not only interesting as a story, bat evinces great knowledge of the world and 
shrewdness of observation.'*— /h-duA Qmtrleriff Seviem, 

BRUN.A’S REVENGE. By the Author of “Caste." 

* The whole story fascinates the reader's attention"— 

A WOMAN IN SPITE OF HERSELF. By J. 

0. Jkaffreson, Author of ** Live it Down,** dpc, 8 vols. 

•A dellgbtfal and exciting story.**— ifonitiip POif. 

MY LITTLE LADY. 3 vols. 

**Tbere is a great deal of faaoiaatlon about this book* — f 


11 



9nb«r % ^spmal at ^tx 

PMiiM cmmtalfy, m (he Fol., f<^ 8w, with the Arm beautijklfy 
emgracedy haedtomehf bounds with ffilt etfyesj price SU* tkL 

LODGE’S PEERAGE 

AND BARONETAGE, 

CORRECTED BY THE NOBILITY. 

THB fOBTY>riB8 T EDITIOH TOB 1 872 18 BOW BEAPT. 

LoDOB'g Pkiraob and Babonetaob is acknowledged to be the meet 
eompilete, as well as the most elegant, work of the kind. As an es^ 
blished and anthentio authority on all questions respecting the family 
histories, honours, and connections of the titled aristocracy, no work has 
ever stood so high. It is published under the especial patronage of Her 
Majesty, and is annually corrected throughout, from the personal com- 
munications of the Nobility. It is the only work of its class in which, (lie 
type being kept constantly standing^ every correction is made in Its proper 
place to the date of publication, an advantage which gives it supremacy 
over all its competitors. Independently of its full and authentic informa- 
tion respecting tlie existing Peers and Baronets of the realm, the most 
sedulous attention is given in its pages to the collateral branches of the 
various noble families, and the names of many thousand individuals are 
introduced, which do not appear in other records of the titled classes. For 
its authority, correctness, and facility of arrangement, and the beauty of 
Its typograpi:y and binding, the work is justly entitled to the place it 
occupies on the tables of Her Majesty and tne Nobility. 

USX OF THE PRINCIPAL CONTENTS. 

Historfoal View of the Peerrn^ The Archbishops and Bishops of England, 

ParUamentary BoU uf the House of Lords Ireland, and iha Colonies 
English. Scotch, and Iriah Peers, in their The Baronetage alphahoUcaJly arrangejl 
orders of Precedence. Alphabetical List of Suroiunes assamed by 

Alplud>eticaJ List of Peers of Great Britain members of Noble Families 
and the United Kingtlom, holding snpe- Alphabetical list of the Second TlUw of 
rior rank in the Scotch or Irish Peerage. Peers, usually bume by their Lldeat 
Alphabetical list of Scotch and Irish Peers Sons . ^ • 

holding superior titles in the Peerage of Alphabetical Index to the Danghteiy of 
Great Britain and the United Kingdom. Dukes Marquises and Karls who, hay- 
A CoUe^ve list of Peers In their order of ing married <,;omtnoners retain the title 
Precedence. of Lady before their own ObrisUan and 

Table of Precedency among Men. their Hnsband'e Surnames 

Table of Precedency among W omen. Alphabetical Index to the Dangh^rs of 

The Queen and the Boyal Family. Vlscoonte and Barons wh«\ having 

Peers of the Blood BoyaL married Commoners are styled Honour' 

The Peerage, alphabeUcally arranged. able Mrs ; and, in case of the hnsbejm 

Famllke of sneh Extinct Peers as mtveleft being a Baronet or Knight, Honourable 
Widows or Issue. * Lady. 

Alphabetical List of the Surnames of all the Mottoes alpbabetloaUy arranged and trene- 
Peers lated. 


**A woik which corrects all errors of formerworks It Is a most nsefnl rablloation. 
We are ha|^ to bear tesUmony to the fact that sompulons accureoy is a dlstingnisb* 
ing feature of this book.’*— Wnws. 

** Lodge's Peerage most supersede all other works of the kind, for two reasons: diet, it 
Is on a Mtier plan ; and secondly, it is better exeented. We can safely pronounce it (o be 
the readied the most nsefoi, and exactest of modem works on the subject**— «Sgpeelalar. 

**A work of great value. It is the most faithful record we possess of the arislo- 
enew ot the day.**— PoriL 

**Tlie beet existing, sad, we believe, the best possible PeersgA It s the elaadard 
anihority on the subject*'— Atoederd 
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HUfiST & BUGEE1TS STANDARD LIBRARY 

OP CHEAP EDITIONS OP 

POPULAR MODERN WORKS, 

ILLUSTRATED BT KILLAIS, BOLHAN HDHT, LEECH, BIRKET FOSTER, 
JOHN GILBERT, 1ENNIEL, SAKDTS, E. HUGHES, &C. 

Eioh in A Singld Ydnmo, elsgantlj pristed, boimd, sod iHiiftawtad, prioe Si. 

L_SAM slick S KATUSE Aim HDMAV HATUBE. 

**Tb« first Toloine of Messrs. Harst snd Blsdcett's Standard Ltbrarj of Cheap Editions 
forms a very good begbuting to what will doubtless be a very sacoessfal uudertakiiig. 
'Nature anafiomao Nature’ is one of the best of Sam‘*Blick*s witty and humoroos 
produotkms, and Is well entitled to the laige drcnlatUm which It cannot fail to obtalii 
to its pr e s ent oonrenlent and cheap shape. The Tolume combines with the great recom- 
tnendatioiia of a clear, bold type, and good to^r. the lesser hut attractiTe merits of 
belDg well ttlustrated and elegantly boni^*’ — Po$L 

n.-JOHN UAT.TPAT, OENTLEMAH. 

**Thla la a very good and a rery interesting work. It la designed to trace the career 
from boyhood to age of a perfect man— a Christian gentleman; and It abounds in inci> 
dent both well and highly wrought Throughout it is conoelTed in a high spirit and 
written with great ability. This cheap and handsome new edition Is worthy to pass 
freely from hand to hand as a gift book in many houaehotda** — Examiner. 

** The new and cheaper edition of this interesting work will doubtless meet with great 
■nooesa John Halifax, the hero of this most beautiful story, is no ordinary hero, and 
this his history is no ordinary book. It is a foil-length portiait of a true genUeman. one 
of nature’s own nobility. It is also the history of a home, and a tborongfaly Rn^lsh 
ona The work abounds in Incident, and is fuU of graphic power and true pathoa U 
is a book that few will road without becoming wiser and better.”— iSfcoCiiiMm. ^ 

III.— THE GBESGEHT AND THE 0B0S8. 

BY EUOT WARBURTON. 

** Independent of its value as sn original narrotiva and Its useful and interesting 
tnformatiou, this work is remarkable for the colouring power and play of fancy with 
which Its descriptions are enlivened. Among its greatest and most lasting charms is 
Its roveront and serious spirit ’'—Quorter/y Reeiem. 

IV.— NATHALIE. By JULIA EAVANAGH. 

^ ' Nathalie* Is Miss Kavsnagb’s best imaginative effort Its manner is graolom and 
attnctiva Its matter is good. A sentiment, a tenderness, are commanded by her 
which are as individual as they are elegant”— 'iHAmsMifa 

V.— A WOMAN’S THOUGHTS ABOUT WOMEN. 

BY THE AUTHOR OP “JOHN HALIFAX, GENTLEMAN.” 

** A book of sound counsel It Is one of the most sensible works of its kind, well- 
writteti. true-hearted, and altogether praoticaL Whoever wishee to give advice to a 
young lady may thank the author for means of doing sa”— jS^umtser. 

VI.— ADAM GBAEME. By MBS. OLIPHANT. 

** A story awakening genuine emotions of interest and delight by its admirable pio- 
tarea of SootUsh life and scenery. The author sets before na the essential attrlbntes of 
Christlsn virtne. their deep and silent workings in the heart and their beantifnl manl- 
faatattons im life, with a deUoaoy, power, and troth which can hardly be snips sse(L”-i*ss> 

VH— SAM SLIGH’S WISE SAWS AND MODEBN 
INSTANCES. 

**The repntation of this book will stand as tong as that of Scott’s or Bniwer’s Novela 
Xia ramaritable originality and happy descriptions of American life still oontinne tbm 
•ttb ieotof nniversal admiration. The new edition forms a part of Messn. Hnrat and 
BUmcett’a Cheap Standard Library, ediieh ban inclndadsoine d he very haat ^paebnam 
of light lileratnre that ever have been written.”' 
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HUSST & BLACKETTS STANDARD LIBRARY 

(oonukued.) 

VUL— GABOINAL WISEKAITS SBOOLLEOTIOVS 07 
THE LAST 70UB POPEA 

**A idotgvaHmebfKdconBomoaiiditaecolatkuiUcalsoTvrelgiiaibyftiieloqiieiiiBomui 
OftteUa CmhuU WisemMi hM treatad a ApaeUl rabjaot with ao tnooh genliUitj, that 
his rsoollsetkms will sacdts no lU-lseltnir in those who ere mostoonioientioiisly opposed 
lo every ides of hnmsD infsUihility represented in Pepsi dotnlnstkm.***^d 

IX.— A LIFE FOE A LIFE. 

BT THE AUTHOR OF “ JOHN HALIFAX, GENTLEMAN.” 

**In *A life for e Life' the enthor is fortnnste in e good snbJecV end hes prodneed s 
work of strong affack**«>i(AessmsA 

X.— THE OLD CODET 8DBT7EB. By LEIGH HUNT. 

** A deUghtfnl hook, thet wtU be welcome to all readers, and most welcome to those 
who have a Jove for the best kinds of ieadiniL*'---Ajrwm«ser. 

A more sgreoabJe and entertaining book has not been pnbUshed sinoe Boswell pro* 
dnoed his remlnisoences of Johnson.**— Otaertw*. 

XI.— MAEGAEET AHD HEE BEIDESMAIDS. 

** We recommend alt who are in search of a fascinathw novel to read this work for 
tbemaelvea. They wilt And it well worth their whU& There are a freshness and oiV 
gInaUty aboot it qnite charming * — dtAmsrsm. 

Xn.— ^ OLD JUDGE. By SAM SLICK. 

** The fntbUcatlons included in this Library have all been of good quality ; many give 
tnformanoa while they enteruin, and of that class the book before os Is a specimen. 
Yhe manner in which the Cheap EdltionR forming the series Is prodneed, deserves 
g pp ec tal mention. The paper and mint are onexceptionable ; there Is a steel engraving 
In eadi voiame. and the ontsides or them wiU satisfy the purchaser who Ukaa to asa 
hooka In handsome nnlfonn.**— A 

XUI.— BAEIEH. By ELIOT WABBUETOH. 

**Tli}s last prodoetioo of the snthor of *The Creeoent and the Cross * has the sains 
stsmenu of a very wide popnlarity. It will pieaee iu ihoaBaoda."* 

XIY.- FAMILT EOMAHGE; OE, DOMESTIO AHHAL8 
OF THE AEI8T0CEA0T. 

BT Sm BERNARD BURKE, ULSTER KING OF ARMS. 

** It were impossible to praise too highly this most interesting book. It ooghi to bs 
found on every drawing-room tabln*'— ^ksKkoti 

XY.— THE LAIBD OF NOBLAW. By MBS. OLIPHAKT. 

**The * Laird of Noriaw * folly sostalns the aothor’s high repotatioa'*— dM 

XYI.— THE EHGLISHWOMAH IN ITALY. 

** We can praise Mrs Gretton's book as interesting, unezaggerated, and foil of op p or* 
tans instmetion.**- 

XYU.— NOTHINO NEW. 

BY THE AUTHOR OF “JOHN HALIFAX, GENTLEMAN." 

** *NoChing New * dtaplays all those superior merits which have made * John HaUfis * 
SOS of the most popular works of the day.**— Pwt 

XYm.— FEEEE’S LIFE OF JEANNE D’ALBBET. 

**No4biDg can hs more Inierestfaig than Miss Freer's stoiT of the Ufa of Jaanns 
lYAJfaret, and the narrative Is as tmstwonhy as It is attraotiva — 

XIX.— THE VALLEY OF A HUNDBEB FIBBE 

Hr THE AUTHOR OF “MARGARET AND HER BRIDESMAIDS.” 
*‘Ifaakedtoolassfry tbiswork, wsahooidgivsUaplaoefastwsnD * John Halifax* and 
* rhs Cixtona* **— JSIoederd 
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XX. ^TEE BOHAKOE OF THE FQBm 

BT PETEK BtTR^ SEBOEANT AT LAW. 

** A wetk ot EtngnlHr fntereot, which caa newer fell to oharm. The preaent oheapead 
^egant edition inclodes the true story of the Colleen 6awn.**—/UiMtmted JTtM 

XXI. ^ADELE. By JULIA KAVAHAOE. 

*** Adele * fs the best work we hawe read by Miss Kawanagh ; it is a eharmlng story, 
fen of delicate ohaiaotet^ p al ntiDg .”~dtfte«wi<ia. 

XXU— STUDIES FBOH TJFE. 

BT THE AUTHOR OP “JOHN HALIFAX, GENTLEMAN.” 

These ^Studies Vom Life * are remarkable for graphic power and observation. Ths 
book will not diminish the repntation of the acoomplisbed aatb<w.**<-ndefie\l^ Aemew. 

XXm.— OBAlfDMOTHEB’S HOHEY. 

** We commend *Qrandmother*s Money ’ to readers in search of a good noweL The 
eharacters are tme to human nature, the story is interesting." — Atke simmu . 

XXIV.— A BOOK ABOUT DOCTOBa 

BY J. C. JEAFFRESON. 

** A dellghtfnl book."— thenmum. A book to be read and re-read ; fit for the study 
as well as the drawing-room table and the circulating library." — Lameet. 

XXV.— NO GHUBCH. 

** We advise all who have the opportunity to read this book.**— AfAessrsm. 

XXVI.— MISTRESS AND MAID. 

BY THE AUTHOR OF “ JOHN HALIFAX, GENTLEMAN.” 

** A good wholesome book, gracefully written, and as pleasant to read as it Is inatme- 
Hvsi**— dtAoMfiMii. ** A charming tale charmingly told.** — SUmdard. 

XXVII.— LOST AND SAVED. By HON. MBS. NOBTON. 

** * Lost and Saved ' will be read with eager interest It is a vigorous noveL**— U sms 

**A novel of rare excellence. It is Mra. >Iortou’s best prose work.** — Bx a mm er, 

xxvm.— LES MISEBABLES. By VIGTOB HUGO. 

AUTHORISED COPYRIGHT ENGLISH TRANSLATION. 

**The merits of * Les ItUsersbles * do not merely consist in the conception of It sa a 
whole ; It abounds page after pa^ with details of nneqnalled besnty. In dealing with 
all the emotions, doubts, fears, which go to make up oar common humanity, liyietQr 
Hugo has stamped upon every page the hali-msrk of gnnina'*— Quorferl^ ffsw'im 

XXIX.— BABBABA'S HISTOBT. 

BY AMELIA B. EDWARDS. 

** It Is not often that we light upon a novel of so mneh merit and interMt as ' Bsrbaia*8 
History.' It is a woric conapicuous for taste and literary coltora. It is a very graoefol 
and charming book, witli a well-managed story, cleariy-ent characters, and sentiments 
expressed with an exquisite elocution. It is a book which the world will lika This is 
hi^ praise of a work of art, and so we intend it." — T\mm. 

XXX.— LIFE OF THE BEV. EDWABD IBVING. 

BY MRS. OLIPHANT. 

** A good book on a most Interesting theme — f^mm. 

** A truly interesting and must affecting memoir. lrving*s Life ought to haws a nkb^$ 
*a every gallery pf religious biography. There are few uWs that will be Taller of la- 

G''tlon, interest, and consolation." — iteview, 

.Mre Oliphant't Life of Irving suppliea a long-felt desideratiuiL It is sophras 
and eloquent.*'— iPdiiiAiirvA ihwm 

XXXL— ST. CLAVE’S. 

rming novel Is the work of one wbopoaaesses a great talent for writing^ as 
^ . Ab eaoe and knowledge of the world. * St 01ave*8 * is ths work of aa artist 

^ >¥h> y ^k la worth rsadlng.** — AtMmo nm . 
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HtmST A BLA CKiaTS $TAy0 A»P u^uxt 

tXaL-SiM SUOSn Amnaw^ H IM O I IE . 

» np ulMf |M vs IMk tti tottMT of tah y«i awMin oM » 

» TT imf — imyMWTA.ir » iitiw»A*iB 

ST flat AITTBOR OF ** JOHK HALIFAX, OXmUaiAN.’* 

“ A iMUl wri m iu fhmw/lmhtMhU 

«« • «l iimM to Mtam Sm If tiM lij III* »|«»aieiA of 

of TqHi, fr*dio*)a«*pMttki*l*t*iih*«o«ll BfOMoo* 
mpliA** • Aom wttiwiot » 

XXXlV.^^-JOsEO P0BBE8 OF HOWOLSK, 

BT OEOROK MAO tIOKALD, hUlK 
**ir»*ooo*jrt<>f thisotogy wwikIgttoMirtdooof tfaepiofowaJ|ptBi*iitti*i|>«mdi* 
Hw ipoilc from tli* 0m iwf* to 4h* 

XXXY.— AOKE8. By MSa OUPHAITT. 

i*ti*»iK»TelBapv4rkM>u>««9of Mn.OllphMii*foiiMrwaHcM. 

Hthe^ beftoty irlll appoiiJ irrMkrtlbty to *11 reodm**— 

XXXVI.~-A VOBLE UFB. 

BY THE ACTHOR OF “JOHN HALIFAX, OENTLBHAN.” 
“HikkiamorilrawitlMMDlMMjB «Wi* «■ Mthor of* ioks Hoiks 'mMln 
*«l of • cmoitNw b**rt tb* jmna$ truttui of Ufa' ' St mtim f * 

XXXm—HBW’ AHBBIOA. Bjr HEPWOBTH DIXON. 

**AT*fy tntBfotlnf boolL Mr IMxon bos irrttloa *iid wfaL*^* 

Ifr Oiiaci'* viiy «ttten*liiln0 **4 Instrnetlv* work oo N«w AiiMTica g/u «««. 

«W* rae oMMOM i d ovory omiwIki fool* luiy InftWMi lii li*m*n MUirr t^i m4 MA 
PlBOtt** TNWty teit w r ** if O f l>ook. * i B O fwiH op iitwim 

ZXXYlTL^-atOBEET FALOCnnaL 

BT OEOBOE MAC IIOKAL0, hUD. 
«*BoiimfMea**r*M*woiAbriiaf01of W**iidl biWHmr itnl of flw doepmimnii 
inimit. ltM*booAWb* nimoA toacMa ani *|qUb for tiM Amp m «B*ii|iK 
knowMIfe it oftaoo* of taM tkmi^U *ad f*itt*i||*.*‘-~Aflf*«iMA 

XXXIX.~-TEE WOXAN'B EnrODOlL 

BY TEE AUTHOR OF »JOBN HALIFAX, QimLElfAN.” 

'TU WosM's .UbOm ' kasMIas ite aalkor* rspolkUoa as a wrltar of IM 
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woMm kind of < 

XL.— ANNALS OF AN B Y BNT FU L UFl. 

> BY OROROR WEBBS DASENT, D.O.L. 

"A IMF, vaD-ariuao, soil sriclast OoivL Tbs iMsrsst asssr asfa V 
vaskqauAiss oiih wit sad bsoMor*— Qovttrilr Ktrim 

XLI.-.SAYIS BLaiHBBOD. 

BY OKORGK MAC BONAIJ), LUB. 
to tb* work of * mati of trm tmimL 1% will •ttrael Ilfo 


XLTI.— A BBAYB LADT. ^ 

BY THE AUTHOR OF “ JOHN HALIFAX, OranTLEMAN.** U 
**A wiryMoodttoT*!, • tlHwgbtfnl, w«ll-irHtt«n book, «k*ir|Rf m %mtdm mHMMK 
vitt bwMUl JWi tto Pe. and p*nnfl*tod by* pars and cMfoto V4to0nfMf. »' 

XLUL-EANNAH. All 

BY THB AUTHOR OF “ JOHN HALIFAX, aENTLEMAN,** « ' ' 

**A |NHF*rfkl todtod of wfKUi vbA 0O Bi w 0iB Hfo On* of tb* kioat w oei w a i d l di bil w ^ 




